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highlights 


NEW  FEDERAL  REGISTER  LOGO 

The  new  logo  on  the  front  cover  of  today's  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  was  developed  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  and  the  Government  Printing  Office  in  response 
to  the  natural  gas  emergency.  As  a  direct  result  of  the 
change  in  the  logo,  the  Government  Printing  Office  can 
stop  using  natural  gas  in  the  operation  of  its  printing 
presses. 


PART  I: 

EMERGENCY  NATURAL  GAS  ACT 

FPC  issues  emergency  orders  (4  documents) .  8427.  8428 


TRANSPORTATION  OF  NATURAL  AND  OTHER 
GAS 

DOT/MTB  proposes  requirements  which  prescribe  the 
design  pressure  and  maximum  allowable  operating  tem¬ 
perature  of  plastic  pipe  used  in  gas  pipelines;  comments 
by  3-28-77 . . .  8386 

MANDATORY  PETROLEUM  ALLOCATION 
REGULATIONS 

FEA  postpones  and  consolidates  hearings  to  2-28-77....  8362 

STRATEGIC  PETROLEUM  RESERVE 

FEA  proposes  conforming  amendments  to  entitlement 
program  to  implement  purchase  authority  and  announces 
hearing  on  2-23-77;  comments  by  2-25-77 .  8382 

AIRPORT  FIREFIGHTING  AND  RESCUE 
EQUIPMENT 

OOT/FAA  exempts  operators  of  certain  air  carrier  air¬ 
ports  from  requirements;  effective  2-10-77... .  8364 

UNMANNED  BARGES 

DOT/CG  allows  use  of  most  copper  alloys  in  contain¬ 
ment  systems  for  caustic  soda  or  caustic  potash  solu-  _ 

tions;  effective  3-14-77 .  8377 

FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION 

CIA  proposal  regarding  public  access  to  documents  .arn) 
records  and  declassification  requests;  comments  by 
3-18-77  .  8385 

ADVANCE  BOOKING  CHARTERS 

CAB  anrtends  prospectus  filing  requirements;  effective 
2-10-77  .  8365 

DISTILLED  SPIRITS 

Treas./ATFB  implements  statutory  changes;  effective 
2-1-77  .  8366 


CONTimiEO  INSIDE 


I 


reminders 

(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  complied  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder.  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/FAA — Airworthiness  standards: 

Transport  category  airplanes;  Type  A 
passenger  emergency  exit  capacity. 

2052;  1-10-77 

Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures,  recent  changes  and  additions; 
Calif.,  N.M.,  Okla.,  Utah,  Wyo..  55864; 

12-23-76 


ERA — Ocean  dumping;  revision  of  regula¬ 
tions  and  criteria . 2462;  1-11-77 

Preparation  of  environmental  impact 
statements;  new  source  NPDES  per¬ 
mits .  2450;  1-11-77 

Labor/W&H — ^Wage  order,  tobacco  manu¬ 
facturers  industry  in  Puerto  Rico. 

4440;  1-25-77 

Treasury/CS — Designated  airports;  Pre- 
sidio-Lely  International  Airport,  Tex. 

2309;  1-11-77 


Supplies  for  vessels;  withdrawal..  2309; 

1-11-77 

Comptroller — Securities  offering  disclo¬ 
sure  rules;  offering  circular  require¬ 
ments . 2200;  1-10-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  Inclusion  in  today's  List  or 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS  ' 

POT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/FDA 

HEW/FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis* 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


Published  dally.  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays.  Sundairs.  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service.  General  Services 
Administration.  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C.. 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  US.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington.  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  Is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 


The  Federal  register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  oc^les  is  76  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UJS.  Govemment  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  In  the  Fmau.  Bbozstxb. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 


Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 
may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  Daily  Issue: 

Subscriptions  and  distribution .  202-783-3238 

**Dial  •  a  •  Regulation”  (recorded  202-523-5022 


summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day's 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5240 

the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections . 523-5286 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  ”How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523-5235 

Index  .  523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5237 

Index  .  523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation  .  523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 


HIGH  LIG  HTS— Continued 


TRANSPORT  CATEGORY  AIRPLANE  FATIGUE 
REGULATORY  REVIEW  PROGRAM 

DOT/FAA  announces  availability  of  agenda  for 
conference  .  8390 

STUDY  GROUP  CHARTERS 

CAB  amends  statement  filing  requirements;  effective 

2- 10-77  .  8366 

CERTAIN  AIRCRAFT  ACCIDENTS 

NTSB  submits  request  to  Secretary  of  Department  of 
Transportation  to  investigate:  effective  3-1-77 .  8379 

RULES  OF  PRACTICE 

PRC  issues  Order  of  Clarification  relating  to  filing  of 
periodic  reports  by  United  States  Postal  Service .  8374 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  AND  REPORTS 

CAB  proposes  disclosure  standards  for  lease  trans¬ 
actions  for  certificated  air  carriers;  comments  by 

3- 14-77 .  8392 

PHYSICAL  PROTECTION  OF  PLANTS  AND 
MATERIALS 

NRC  proposes  regulations  concerning  guard  force 
response  to  an  alarm;  comments  by  4-11-77 .  8382 

MEETINGS— 

Corpmerce/Census;  Census  Advisory  Committee  of 
the  American  Statistical  Association.  3-3  thru 

3-4-77  .  8400 

DIBA:  Exporters’  Textile  Advisory  Committee, 

3-15-77  .  8401 

National  Industrial  Energy  Council  Sub-Councils 

on  Business  Awareness,  3-2-77 . 8403 

DOT/CG:  Towing  Industry  Advisory  Committee,  3-1 

thru  3-2-77 .  8446 

ERDA:  General  Advisory  Committee;  3-1  thru  3-2-77..  8403 

EPA:  Management  Advisory  Group  to  the  Municipal 

Construction  Division,  3-10  thru  3-11-77 .  8406 

National  Commission  on  New  Technological  Uses  of 

Copyrighted  Works,  2-24  thru  2-25-77 .  8436 

NASA:  Space  Program  Advisory  Council  (SPAC);  ad 
hoc  informal  Subcommittee  on  Satellite  Telecom¬ 
munications,  2-28-77 .  8436 

NSF:  Advisory  Panel  for  Regulatory  Biology,  2-28,  3-1 
thru  3-2-77 .  8437 


SBA:  Portland  District  Advisory  Council,  2-23-77 .  8446 

USDA/FS:  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  3-14  and  3-15-77 

(2  documents) . 8394 

VA:  Advisory  Committee  on  Structural  Safety  of  VA 

Facilities,  3-4-77 .  8449 

Career  Development  Committee,  4-13  thru 

4-15-77 .  8449 

Central  Office  Education  and  Training  Review  Panel. 

3-8-77 .  8449 

Station  Committee  on  Educational  Allowances, 

3-7-77  .  8449 


RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Education  of 
Disadvantaged  Children,  3-4  thru  3-5-77,  3-18-77..  8430 

CHANGED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/CDC:  Immunization  Practices  Advisory  Commit* 
tee;  2-10  thru  2-11-77;  cancelled .  8431 

PART  II: 

NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

HUD/FIA  issues  Flood  Elevation  Determinations  and  pro¬ 
posed  flood  elevation  determinations  (29  docu¬ 
ments)  .  8515-8532 

PART  III: 

PRELIMINARY  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 

(iommerce/NOAA  publishes  plan  for  Sablefish  Fishery 
of  the  Eastern  Bering  Sea  and  Northeastern  Pacific .  8533 

PART  IV: 

PRELIMINARY  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 

Commerce/NOAA  publishes  plan  for  Seamount  Ground- 
fish  Fishery  of  the  Pacific .  8567 

PART  V: 

PRELIMINARY  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 

Commerce/NOAA  publishes  plan  for  trawl  fisheries  of 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  California .  8577 

PART  VI: 

FISHING  PERMIT  FOR  CONSERVATION  ZONE 

State  publishes  applications  from  the  Republic  of  China 
(Taiwan)  and  Romania . 8596 

m 
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AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Lettuce  grown  in  So.  Tex -  8361 

Oranges,  grapefruit,  tangerines, 
and  tangelos  grown  in  Fla -  8361 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion;  Forest  Service. 

ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  AND  FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Rules 

Tax  Reform  Act;  implementation.  8366 

CENSUS  BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings; 

American  Statistical  Associa¬ 
tion  Census  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  8400 

CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Documents  and  records;  public  ac¬ 
cess;  declassification  requests, 
definition _ _  8385 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Rules 


Charters: 

Advance  booking;  charter  pro¬ 
spectus,  filing  procedures _  8365 

Study  groups;  statement  filing 
procedures _  8366 


Proposed  Rules 


Accounts  and  reports  for  certifi¬ 
cated  air  carriers,  uniform 
system : 

Lease  transactions;  disclosure 
standards  _  8392 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Airlines,  Inc _  8395 

Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc _  8395 

Frontier  Airlines,  Inc _  8396 

International  Air  Transport 

Association  (2  documents) _ 8397, 

8398 

Pan  American  World  Airways, 

Inc.  and  Trans  World  Airlines, 

Inc  . 8400 


COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Dangerous  cargoes: 

Barges,  unmanned;  copper  and 
copper  alloys  with  soda  and 


caustic  potash  cargoes _  8377 

Drawbridge  operations : 

Michigan  (2  documents) ___  8373,  8374 
Proposed  Rules 
Drawbridge  operations: 

Florida  - 8385 

Notices 

Meetings; 

Towing  Industry  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  - 8446 


contents 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Census  Bureau;  Domestic  and 
International  Business  Admin¬ 
istration;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Exporters’  Textile  Advisory 


Committee  -  8401 

National  Industrial  Energy 
Council  Sub-councils  on  Busi¬ 
ness  Awareness -  8403 

Scientific  articles:  duty  free  entry: 
University  of  California  et  al —  8401 

University  of  Illinois  et  al -  8402 


DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Registration  applications,  etc.; 
controlled  substances : 

Lynchfield  Drug,  Inc -  8435 

EDUCATION  OF  DISADVANTAGED  CHIL¬ 
DREN.  NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Notices 

Meetings  _  8430 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

General  Advisory  Committee..  8403 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 
various  States,  etc.: 

Alaska _  8375 

California  _  8376 

Notices 

Air  quality  standards;  review  of 
new  sources;  extension  of  com¬ 
ment  period _  8404 


Grants,  State  and  local  assist¬ 
ance: 

Treatment  works;  construction.  8405 
Meeting: 

Management  Advisory  Group  to 
Municipal  Construction  Di¬ 


vision  _  8406 

Pesticide  registration: 

Benzene  hexachloride  (BHC)..  8406 
M-44  sodium  cyanide  capsules..  8406 
Pesticides:  specific  exemptions 
and  experimental  use  permits: 
Agriculture  Department _  8404 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Disaster  and  emergency  areas: 

Alabama _  8394 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Air  carriers  certification  and  oper¬ 
ations: 

Airport  fire  fighting  and  rescue 


equipment _  8364 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Beech  _  8362 

Bell - 8363 

Pratt  &  Whitney . . .  8363 

Sikorsky _  8363 


Control  areas _  8364 

Control  zones _  8364 

Control  zones;  correction _  8364 

VOR  Federal  airways _  8364 

Proposed  Rules 

Transition  areas  (2  dociunents) ..  8390, 

8392 

Airworthiness  standards: 

Transport  category  airplane 
regulatory  review  program; 

conference  agenda _  8390 

VOR  Federal  airways  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  8391 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rules 

Land  mobile  radio  service,  domes¬ 
tic  public: 

Frequencies;  one-way  signalling 
on  primary  basis;  extension  of 


time  _  8386 

Notices 

Canadian  broadcast  stations _  8409 


Domestic  public  radio  services; 

applications  accepted  for  filing.  8410 
Rulemaking  proceedings  filed, 
granted,  denied,  etc.;  petitions 

by  various  companies - -  8412 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Television  and  Com¬ 
munications  Corp.  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Radio  Telephone 


Corp _ 8408 

American  Television  and  Com¬ 
munications  Corp  and  RCC  of 

Virginia,  Inc _  8408 

Lipper,  A.  Michael,  et  al _  8409 

Multi-Communication  Services, 

Inc.  and  Peoria  Signal  Co -  8413 

Multipoint  Information  Sys¬ 
tems,  Inc.  and  Ohio  MDS 

Corp  _  8413 

Western  Union  Telegraph  Co..  8414 


FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Disaster  and  emergency  areas: 


Arkansas _  8431 

California _ _  8431 

Indiana  (2  documents) _  8431 

Ohio  _ 8431 

Pennsylvania _  8431 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  AbMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Petroleum  allocation  regulations, 
mandatory: 

Propane  and  butane  peak  shav¬ 
ing  use  limitation;  redirection 
from  low  to  high  priority 
users;  hearings,  postponement 
and  consolidation _  8362 

Proposed  Rules 

Petroleum  allocation  regulations, 
mandatory: 

Strategic  petroleum  reserve;  en¬ 
titlements  program  to  imple¬ 
ment  purchase  authority; 
hearing . . .  8362 


if 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Flood  Insurance  Program.  Nation¬ 
al:  flood  elevation  determina¬ 


tions,  etc.: 

California  _ 8529 

Florida _ 8528 

Iowa  (2  documents) _  8527,  8528 

Kansas _  8527 

Louisiana _ 8517 

Maryland _  8526 

Minnesota _  8525 

Mississippi _  8525 

Missouri _  8524 

Ohio _ 8523 

Pennsylvania  (8  dociunents) _ 8518- 

8523 

Tennessee  (4  documents)  __  8516,  8517 
Texas  _  8516 


Proposed  Rules 

Flood  Insurance  Program,  Na¬ 
tional:  flood  elevation  deter¬ 


minations,  etc.: 

Florida _  8531 

Illinois  (2  documents) _  8532 

Iowa  _  8531 

South  Dakota _ I _  8531 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Practice  and  procedure: 

Elxpedition  of  formal  proceed¬ 
ings:  designation  of  parties, 
administrative  law  judges’  au¬ 
thority,  and  unappealed  or¬ 
ders  _  8378 


Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Atlantic  and  Gulf/ West  Coast  of 
Central  America  and  Mexico 

Conference _  8414 

Germany-North  Atlantic  Ports 

Rate  Agreement _  8414 

Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co.,  Inc. 
and  Davies  Marine  Agencies, 

Inc _ 8415 

North  Atlantic  Spain  Bate 
Agreement _  8415 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of 
1977:  emergency  orders,  etc.  (4 

documents) _ 8427,  8428 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Arkansas  Power  b  Light  Co _  8415 

Boston  Edison  Co _  8419 

Columbia  Gulf  Transmission 

Co _  8416 

Columbia  Giilf  Transmission  Co. 
and  Columbia  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp _  8416 

Commercial  Pipeline  Co.,  Inc _  8417 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  of 

Indiana,  Inc _  8420 

Elastem  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.  8417 
El  Paso  Natiural  G^  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  8420 

Illinois  Power  Co _  8421 

J  b  J  Enterprises,  Inc.,  et  al _  8421 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.» 
et  al _ _  8422 


National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Oorp. 
and  National  Fuel  Gas  Stor¬ 
age  Corp _  8423 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  (rf  America 

(4  documents) _  8417,  8423,  8424 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co -  8424 

Pelto  OU  Co _  8418 

Phillips  A.  O.,  Estate _  8420 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _  8424 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _  8418 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  and 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply 

Corp _  8424 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
and  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

Corp  _  8425 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
and  Southern  Natural  G^ 

Co  _  8425 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

Corp.  (2  documents) _  8419,  8425 

Tucson  Gas  b  Electric  Co-_ _  8419 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _  8426 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  and 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _  8426 

Victory  Petroleum  Co _  8428 

Wilson.  Richard  M _  8426 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Country  Bank  Shares  Corp _  8429 

Equimark  Corp _  8429 

Great  Southwest  Ban  Corp _  8429 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 


Environmental  statements:  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Beaverhead  National  Forest  et 
al.:  Land  Management  Plan, 

Mont.  _  8394 

Idaho  Panhandle  National  For¬ 
ests,  Siwash  Planning  Unit 

Land  Use  Plan,  Idaho _  8395 

Meetings: 

San  Juan  National  Forest  Graz¬ 
ing  Advisory  Board  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  8394 


HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Education  of  Disadvantaged 
Children,  National  Advisory 
Coimcil:  Public  Health  Service. 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration:  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration:  Interstate 
Land  Sales  Registration  Office. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Land  Management  Bu¬ 
reau:  Mining  Enforcement  and 
Safe^  Administration:  National 
Park  Service. 

Notices 

Environmental  statements:  avail¬ 
ability.  etc.: 

El  Paso  CD£d  Gasiflcation  Proj¬ 
ect,  N.  Mex _  8435 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 


Rules 

Rail  carriers: 

Accounts,  xiniform  system _  8380 

Boxcars,  incentive  per  diem 
charges  _  8379 

Notices 

Hearing  assignments _  8450 

Motor  carriers: 

Transfer  proceedings _  8450 


Petitions,  applications,  finance 
matters  (including  temporary 
authorities),  railroad  abandon¬ 
ments,  alternate  route  devia¬ 
tions,  and  intrastate  applica¬ 


tions  _  8452 

Rerouting  of  traffic: 

Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  b 
Pacific  Railroad  Co _  8450 


INTERSTATE  LAND  SALES 
REGISTRATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Land  developers:  investigatory 
hearings,  orders  of  suspen¬ 
sion,  etc.: 

Lake  Camanche,  Unit  Six _  8432 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 
See  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration. 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

New  Mexico  (4  documents) _  8433 

Wyoming _ _  8435 

Classification  of  lands: 

California:  Indian  Creek  Rec¬ 
reation  lands _  8433 

Indian  lands,  jurisdiction  trans¬ 
fer: 

Standing  Rock  Indian  Reserva¬ 
tion:  N.  Dak.  and  S.  Dak _  8434 

Withdrawal  and  reservation  of 
lands,  proposed,  etc.: 

California  _  8432 

Oregon _  8434 

MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION  BUREAU 
Proposed  Rules 

Pipeline  transportation  of  gas: 

Pipelines,  plastic:  design _  8386 


MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION  . 

Rules 

Electric  motor-driven  mine  equip¬ 
ment  and  accessories _  8373 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Meeting: 

Space  Program  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil  Applications  CcHnmittee..  8436 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC 
SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 
exemption  petltlcms,  etc.: 

Albany  Motor  Carriage  Co.;  cor¬ 
rection  _  8447 
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Fleetwood  Enterprises  Inc.  et 
al.;  flammability  of  Interior 

materials' _  8447 

PPG  Industries  Inc.;  glazing 

materials _  8448 

Stutz  Motor  Car  of  America, 

Inc.;  exterior  protection _  8447 

Rulemaking  process,  internal _  8448 


NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 
Fisheries,  financial  aid: 

Surf  clams  fishery _  8389 

Notices 

Environmental  statements  and 
fishery  management  plans; 
availability,  etc.: 

Sablefish  fishery,  Bering  Sea 
and  Northeastern  Pacific 

Ocean _ 

Seamount  groundfish  fishery, 

Pacific  _ 

Trawl  fisheries.  Wash.,  Oreg., 

and  Calif _ 

Marine  mammal  permit  applica¬ 
tions,  etc.: 

Hain,  Dr.  James  H.  W.,  Sea  Edu¬ 
cation  Association _ 

Scarpuzzl,  Louis,  Enterprises, 

Inc _ 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Residential  property,  single  family 
noncommercial,  use  and  occu¬ 
pancy  rights;  freehold  and 
leasehold  interests  conveyance 
‘on  NPS  lands;  extension  of 
time _ . - 

Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Allegheny  Portage  Railroad  Na¬ 
tional  Historic  Site/Johns¬ 
town  Flood  National  Memo¬ 
rial  _  8435 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

Regulatory  Biology  Advisory 
Panel _  8437 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Rules 

Organization,  functions,  and  au¬ 
thority  delegations: 

Aircraft  accident  investigations.  8379 


Notices 

Safety  recommendations  and  acci¬ 
dent  reports;  availability,  re¬ 
sponses,  etc _  8445 

NEW  TECHNOLOGICAL  USES  OF  COPY¬ 
RIGHTED  WORKS,  NATIONAL  COM¬ 
MISSION 

Meeting  _  8436 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
Proposed  Rules 

Plants  and  materials,  physical  pro¬ 
tection: 

Guard  force  response  to  alarm.  8382 

Notices 

Environmental  Standard  Review 
Plans  (ESRPs) ;  availability  of 

draft _  8443 

8533  Meeting: 

Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory 

8567  Committee;  change _  8437 

Regulatory  guide;  issuance  and 

8577  availability  _ : _  8437 

Applications,  etc.: 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co _  8438 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  et 

8402  al _  8438 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New 

8402  York,  Inc _  8443 

Exxon  Nuclear  Co.,  Inc.  (2  doc¬ 
uments)  _  8438,  8439 

•  Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  et 

al _ 

Metropiolitan  Edison  Co.,  et  al.. 
Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Co.. 
Nuclear  Engineering  Co.,  Inc.. 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana, 

Inc _ 

8386  Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana 
and  East  Kentucky  Rural 

Electric  Cooperative _ 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma, 

et  al _ 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (2 

documents)  _ 

Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power 

Corp  _ 

Westinghouse  Electric  Corp _ 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Postal  Service;  filing  of  periodic 
reports  _  8374 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Immimization  Practices  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee;  cancelled-  8431 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Securities  Exchange  Act: 

Transaction  fees  payment, 
O-T-C  exchange-list^  securi¬ 


ties;  form _  8381 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Divei*sified  Earth  Science,  Inc..  8446 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meeting: 

PcM^land  District  Advisory 
Council _  8446  ' 


STATE  DEPARTMENT 


Notices 

Fishery  permit  applications: 

China _  8596 

Romania,  Socialist  Republic _  8621 


See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration;  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau;  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration. 

TREASURY^  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms  Bureau. 

Notices 

Antidiunping: 

Soil  pipe,  cast  iron,  from 
Poland  _  8448 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Career  Development  CMnmit- 

tee _  8449 

Central  Office  Education  and 

Training  Review  Panel _  8449 

Educational  Allowances  Station 

Committee _  8449 

Structural  Safety  of  VA  Facili¬ 
ties  Advisory  Committee _  8449 


8443 

8440 

8441  TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
8443 

ttAAA 


8444 

8443 
8441 

8444 
8444 
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Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE  • 

(Orange  Reg.  75,  Amdt.  6;  Tangerine  Reg.  48, 
Aindt.  7) 

PART  905— ORANGES.  GRAPEFRUIT.  TAN¬ 
GERINES.  AND  TANGELOS  GROWN  IN 
FLORIDA 

Grade  and  Size  Regulations 

Amendment  6  to  Regulation  75  lowers 
to  U.S.  No.  1  the  minimum  grade  re¬ 
quirement  on  fresh  shipments  of  oranges, 
except  Navel  oranges,  Temple  oranges, 
Murcott  Honey  oranges,  and  Valencia, 
Lue  Gim  Gong  and  similar  late  maturing 
oranges  of  the  Valencia  type,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “early  and  midseason 
oranges”.  The  amendment  also  lowers 
to  U.S.  No.  1  Russet  the  minimum  grade 
requirement  on  fresh  shipments  of 
Temple  oranges.  Under  the  amendment 
the  minimum  diameter  requirement  on 
fresh  shipments  of  Murcott  Honey 
oranges  would  be  lowered  to  2^6  inches. 
Amendment  7  to  Regulation  48  lowers 
the  minimum  diameter  requirement  on 
fresh  domestic  shipments  of  tangerines 
to  2^6  Inches.  The  lower  minimum  grade 
and  size  requirements  specified  for  ship¬ 
ments  of  Florida  early  and  midseason 
oranges.  Temple  oranges,  Murcott  Honey 
oranges  and  tangerines  recognize  the 
quality  of  such  fruits  estimated  to  be  re¬ 
maining  for  fresh  shipment  from  the 
production  area. 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  905,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  905), 
regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  tangerines,  and  tangelos 
grown  in  Florida,  effective  voider  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
committees  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  regula¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  early  and  midseason 
oranges.  Temple  oranges,  Murcott  Honey 
oranges,  and  tangerines,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  These  amendments  reflect  the  De- 
partment’s'Rppraisal  of  the  current  and 
prospective  demand  for  early  and  mid¬ 
season  oranges.  Temple  oranges,  Murcott 
Honey  oranges,  and  tangerines  by  fresh 
market  outlets.  Less  restrictive  regula¬ 
tion  requirements  for  early  and  midsea¬ 
son  oranges.  Temple  oranges,  Murcott 
Honey  oranges  and  tangerines  are  con¬ 


sistent  with  the  external  appearance  and 
remaining  supply  of  such  fruit  in  the 
production  area. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  these 
amendments  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  these  amendments  are  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  these 
amendments  must  become  effective  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insuflBcient;  and  these 
amendmeiits  relieve  restrictions  on  the 
handling  of  early  and  midseason  oranges. 
Temple  oranges.  Murcott  Honey  oranges 
and  tangerines  grown  in  Florida. 

Order.  1.  The  provisions  of  paragraphs 
(a)(1),  (a)(5).  (a)(8),  (b)(1),  (b)(5). 
and  (b'»(8)  of  §  905.564  (Orange  Regula¬ 
tion  75;  41  FR  42177,  49474,  51029,  53007, 
54917:  42  FR  5071)  are  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  903.564  Orange  Regulation  75. 

(a)  *  *  • 

(1)  Any  oranges,  except  Navel  or¬ 
anges,  Temple  oranges,  Murcott  Honey 
oranges,  and  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong, 
and  similar  late  maturing  oranges  of  the 
Valencia  type,  grown  in  the  production 
area,  which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.S. 
No.  1; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(5)  Any  Temple  oranges,  grown  in  the 
production  area,  which  do  not  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  Russet; 

♦  •  •  •  • 

(8)  Any  Murcott  Honey  oranges, 
grown  in  the  production  area,  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  2*/\r,  inches  in  diam¬ 
eter,  except  that  a  tolerance  for  Murcott 
Honey  oranges  smaller  than  such  mini¬ 
mum  diameter,  shall  be  permitted  as 
specified  in  §  51.1818  of  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Florida  Tan¬ 
gerines; 

•  •  •  ‘  •  • 

(b)  *  •  • 

(1)  Any  oranges,  except  Navel  or¬ 
anges.  Temple  oranges,  Murcott  Honey 
oranges,  and  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong 
and  similar  late  maturing  oranges  of  the 
Valencia  type,  grown  in  the  production 
area,  which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.S. 
No.  1; 

•  *  •  •  • 

(5)  Any  Temple  oranges,  grown  in  the 
production  area,  which  do  not  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1  Russet; 

•  •  •  •  • 


(8)  Any  Murcott  Honey  oranges, 
grown  in  the  production  area,  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  2Ho  inches  in 
diameter,  except  that  a  tolerance  for 
Murcott  Honey  oranges  smaller  than 
such  minimum  diameter  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  as  specified  in  §  51.1818  of  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Florida  Tangerines: 

2.  In  §  905.566  (Tangerine  Regulation 
48:  41  FR  42177,  49801,  51029,  51796, 
53649,  54917;  42  FR  1022)  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (a)(2)  are  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  905.566  Tangerine  Regulation  48. 

(a)  •  •  * 

<2^  Any  tangerines,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller 
than  2-ic,  inches  in  diameter,  except 
that  a  tolerance  for  tangerines  smaller 
than  such  minimum  diameter  shall  be 
permitted  as  specified  in  §  51.1818  of  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Florida  Tangerines. 

«  •  •  •  • 
(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  February  4. 1977,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  February  4,  1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-4204  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am) 


(Amdt.  21 

PART  971— LETTUCE  GROWN  IN  LOWER 
RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  IN  SOUTH  TEXAS 

Handling  Regulation 

This  amendment  rellevea  on  February 
6  and  13.  1977,  the  Sunday  packaging 
prohibition.  Recent  rainy  weather  has 
reduced  harvest  and  packing.  This 
amendment  is  necessary  to  allow  the  in¬ 
dustry  suflBcient  operating  time  to  satisfy 
existing  and  prospective  orders  for 
lettuce. 

Findings,  (a)  Pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  144  and  Order  No.  971 
(7  CFR  Part  971)  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  lettuce  grown  In  the  Lower  Rio 
Grande  Valley  in  South  Texas  it  is  here¬ 
by  found  that  the  amendment  to  the 
handling  regulation,  hereinafter  set 
forth,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
Dolicy  of  the  act.  This  program  is  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq  ).  The  amendment  is 
based  upon  recommendations  and  infor¬ 
mation  submitted  by  the  South  Texas 
Lettuce  Committee,  established  pursuant 
to  said  marketing  agreement  and  order 
and  upon  other  available  information. 
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(b)  It  is  hereby  found  that  it  is  im¬ 
practical  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  or  to  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  that  good  cause  exists  for  not  post¬ 
poning  the  effective  date  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553)  in 
that  (1)  this  amendment  must  become 
effective  immediately  if  producers  are 
to  derive  any  benefits  therefrom.  (2) 
compliance  with  this  amendment  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  handlers,  and  (3)  this  amend¬ 
ment  relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling 
of  lettuce  grown  in  the  production  area. 
Regulation,  as  amended. 

In  §  971.317.(41  PR  51388;  42  FR  3626) 
the  Introductory  paragraph  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  the  following  there¬ 
to: 

§971.317  Handling  regulation. 

*  •  *,  and  also  except  that  tlie  pro¬ 
hibition  against  the  packing  of  lettuce 
on  Sundays  shall  not  apply  on  Febru¬ 
ary  6  and  13, 1977. 

*  •  •  •  * 
Effective  date.  Dated  February  4, 1977, 
to  become  effective  February  6,  1977. 

(Secs.  1-10,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division.  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(PR  r)oc.77-4203  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 


Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

Postponement  and  Consolidation  of  Public 
Hearings 

On  January  18,  1977,  the  Federal  En¬ 
ergy  Administracion  adopted  on  an 
emergency  basis  an  amendment  to  the 
Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocations  Reg¬ 
ulations,  10  CPR  Part  211,  with  respect 
to  the  volumetric  limitations  imposed  on 
the  used  of  propane  and  butane  for  peak 
shaving  (42  FR  4422,  January  25,  1977) . 
A  public  hearing  was  set  for  February  16, 
1977,  to  receive  comments  on  this  emer¬ 
gency  amendment. 

On  February  2,  1977,  FEA  adopted  on 
an  emergency  basis  Special  Rule  No.  2  to 
Subpart  D  to  the  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Allocation  Regulations,  (42  PR  7944, 
February  8,  1977)  establishing  proce¬ 
dures  under  which  FEA,  upon  request  of 
a  State  Governor,  may  redirect  supplies 
of  propane  from  low  priority  users  to 
maintain  propane  supplies  for  high  pri¬ 
ority  uses.  A  public  hearing  will  be  held 
on  February  28,  1977,  to  receive  public 
comments  on  the  provisions  of  Special 
Rule  No.  2. 

For  reasons  of  administrative  conven¬ 
ience  and  because  both  of  these  emer¬ 
gency  amendments  concern  changes  in 
the  allocation  regulations  in  connection 
with  current  high  demand  levels  of  pro¬ 
pane,  EA  hereby  gives  notice  that  the 


public  hearing  set  for  February  16, 1977, 
is  postponed  and  consolidated  with  the 
public  hearing  set  for  February  28, 1977. 
The  consolidated  hearing  will  be  held  in 
accordance  with  the  February  2  notice 
by  which  Special  Rule  No.  2  was  adopted, 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m..  February  28,  in 
Room  3000 A,  1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C. 

The  deadline  for  requests  for  oral 
presentation  in  both  proceedings  is  4:30 
p.m.,  e.s.t.  February  16,  1977.  FEA  will 
notify  persons  selected  to  be  heard  by 
5:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.  February  17,  1977,  Each 
person  selected  to  be  heard  must  submit 
100  copies  of  his  or  her  statement  to 
Office  of  Executive  Communications, 
FEA,  Room  3309,  1200  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 
The  deadline  for  submitting  questions  to 
witnesses  and  for  submitting  100  copies 
of  testimony  is  4:30  p.m.,  esi.t.  Febru¬ 
ary  25,  1977.  Written  comments  will  be 
received  until  February  25,  1977,  and 
should  be  submitted  to  Executive  Com- 
mimications.  FEA,  Box  KH  (for  the 
amendment  relating  to  peak  sharing  use 
of  propane  and  butane)  or  Box  KP  (for 
Special  Rule  No.  2),  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

David  G.  Wilson, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

February  4, 1977. 

(FR  Doc.77-4225  Filed  2-7-77:12:28  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION.  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket  No.  76-CE-33-AD;  Arndt.  39-2827) 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Beech  19, 23  and  24  Series  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  appli¬ 
cable  to  Beech  19,  23  and  24  series  air¬ 
planes  (also  commonly  known  as  Beech 
Musketeer  series  airplanes),  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  18.  1976  (41  FR  50838,  50839). 
With  respect  to  these  aircraft,  this  pro¬ 
posal  would  require  dye  penetrant  in¬ 
spection  of  the  main  landing  gear  hous¬ 
ing  for  cracks,  the  replacement  of  any 
housings  found  cracked  and  modification 
of  the  main  landing  gear  housing  at¬ 
tachment  to  the  aircraft,  all  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Beechcraft  Service  Instruc¬ 
tion  No.  0465-202,  Rev.  I. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  making 
of  this  amendment.  The  only  comment 
received  was  from  the  aircraft  manu¬ 
facturer.  Although  it  did  not  oppose  the 
proposed  AD,  the  manufacturer  did  ob¬ 
ject  to  two  sentences  in  the  preamble 
of  the  Notice.  First,  the  manufacturer 
indicated  that  the  sentence  was  inac¬ 
curate  which  stated  that  collapse  of  the 
main  landing  gear  during  landing  could 
occur.  The  FAA  disagrees  with  the 
manufacturer  on  this  point  in  that  there 
was  at  least  one  reported  instance 
wherein  the  main  landing  gear  on  a 
Beech  Model  A23-24  airplane  collapsed 
during  roll  out  after  touchdown.  In  addi¬ 


tion,  the  manufacturer  believed  that  the 
preamble  should  have  recognized  that 
main  gear  housing  cracks  are  initiated 
by  hard  landings.  The  FAA  agrees  with 
the  manufacturer,  on  this  point  and  it 
is  so  noted  herein. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Infla¬ 
tion  Impact  Statement  imder  Executive 
Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  F.R.  13697).  Section  39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
AD. 

Beech.  Applies  to  Models  A23-19.  19A,  M19A 
and  B19  (Serial  Numbers  MB-1  through 
MB-536) ;  Models  23,  A23,  A23A,  B23  and 
C23  (Serial  Numbers  M-2  through  M- 
1392) :  and  Models  A23-24  and  A24  (Seri¬ 
al  Numbers  MA-1  through  MA-368) 
airplanes  certificated  In  all  categories. 

Compliance:  Required  as  Indicated  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  possible  collapse  during  land¬ 
ing  or  In-filght  separation  of  the  main  land¬ 
ing  gear,  accomplish  the  following  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Beech  Service  Instructions 
No.  0465-202,  Rev.  I  or  later  FAA  approved 
Revisions : 

A.  Within  the  next  150  hours’  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  for 
those  aircraft  on  100  hour  (FAR  91.169(b) ) 
Inspections,  progressive  (FAR  91.171)  inspec¬ 
tions  or  approved  aircraft  inspection  pro¬ 
gram  (FAR  135.60)  or  within  eighteen  (18) 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
for  those  aircraft  on  annual  (FAR  91.169 
(a))  inspections: 

1.  Remove  left  and  right  main  landing 
gear  housing  (male  part)  from  wing  strut 
adapter  (female  part). 

2.  Using  dye  penetrant  procedures,  in¬ 
spect  the  main  landing  gear  housing  (male 
part),  in  the  areas  around  the  fore  and 
aft  retention  bolt  hole  for  cracks. 

3.  If  no  cracks  are  found  as  a  result  of 
the  inspection  required  In  paragraph  A.2.: 

a.  Reinstall  the  main  gear  housing  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Beech  Service  Instruction 
0465-202,  Revision  I  or  later  FAA  approved 
revisions. 

b.  Do  not  install  any  bolt  in  the  fore  and 
aft  retention  bolt  hole. 

4.  If  cracks  are  found  during  Inspection 
required  in  paragraph  A.2.  above,  prior  to 
further  flight: 

a.  Replace  any  cracked  main  gear  hous¬ 
ing  with  a  new  Beech  Part  No.  169-810011-25 
housing  assembly  In  accordance  with  Beech 
Service  Instructions  0465-202,  Revision  I  or 
later  FAA  approved  revisions. 

b.  Do  not  install  any  bolt  In  the  fore  and, 
aft  retention  bolt  hole. 

Note. — Even  though  Beech  Service  In¬ 
struction  0465-202,  Rev.  I  refers  to  P/N  169- 
810011-21  housing.  Beech  will  ship  a  P/N 
169-810011-25  housing  assembly.  The  P/N 
169-810011-25  assembly  consists  of  two  bush¬ 
ings  Installed  In  a  P/N  169-81011-21  hous¬ 
ing. 

B.  Any  equivalent  means  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by-the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Central  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  14, 1977. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 
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Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
January  28, 1977. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 

IFR  r)oc.77-4213  PUed  2-9-77;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  74-NE-36;  Amdt.  39-2829] 

PART  39-^iRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky  S-61A,  S-61L.  S-61N.  S-61R 

and  S-61NM  Helicopters  Certificated  In 

All  Categories 

Amendment  39-1972  (39  FR  33791), 
AD  74-20-09,  as  amended  by  Amend¬ 
ment  39-2034  (39  FR  41739)  reqioires  in¬ 
spection,  repair  and  replacement  of  main 
rotor  blades  of  Sikorsky  S-61A,  S-61L, 
S-61N,  S-61NM,  and  S-61R  helicopters 
certificated  in  all  categories  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Sikorski  Service  Bulletin  No. 
61B15-9D.  After  the  agency  issued 
Amendment  39-2034,  the  manufacturer 
required,  in  revised  Sikorsky  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  No.  61B15-9F,  that  different  parts 
be  used  in  the  retainment  of  the  plate 
and  balance  weights  at  the  tip  of  the 
main  rotor  blades.  The  agency  concxurs 
with  this  requirement  and,  therefore,  the 
AD  is  being  revised  to  refer  to  the  latest 
revision  of  the  manufacturer’s  service 
bulletin. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
it  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations,  Amendment  39-1972 
(39  FR  33791) ,  AD  74-20-09,  as  amended 
by  Amendment  39-2034  (39  FR  41739), 
is  further  amended  as  follows: 

By  delet^g  “No.  61B15-9D,  dated  No¬ 
vember  18,  1974”  from  paragraph  (a) 
and  inserting  in  its  place:  No.  61B15-9P, 
dated  November  2, 1976  or  later  PAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions. 

Note:  The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
February  25,  1977. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UJ5.C.  1666(c)  ) .) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  February  1, 1977. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 

Director,  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-4214  Filed  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  77-NE-5:  Amdt.  39-2828] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft  JT8D  Model 
Engines 

There  have  been  cracks  reported  in  the 
first  stage  fan  hub  on  Pratt  ft  Whitney. 
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Aircraft  JT8D  model  engines  that  could 
result  in  hub  failure.  These  cracks  have 
been  caused  by  Incomplete  shoU>eening 
of  the  hub.  Since  this  ccmdltion  is  likely 
to  exist  or  develop  in  other  engines  of 
the  same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  to  require  a 
visual  or  eddy  current  inspection  within 
150  cycles  on  engines  with  over  6,000 
cycles,  and  thereafter  at  intervals  of  150 
cycles  for  the  visual  inspection  and  400 
cycles  for  the  eddy  current  inspection. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  pubUc  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  In^tion  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworttiiness  directive: 

PR.4TT  &  Whitney  Aircraft.  Applies  to  Pratt 
&  Whitney  Aircraft  JT8I>-1,  -lA.  -IB, 
-7,  and  -7A,  and  -7B  engine  front  com¬ 
pressor  front  hub,  P/ N  504101,  with 
serial  numbers  listed  In  Table  1  of  Pratt 
&  Whitney  Aircraft  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
4661,  dated  October  15,  1976. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated  on  front 
compressor  front  hubs  that  have  accumu¬ 
lated  6,000  cycles  or  more  in  service  to  pre¬ 
clude  failure  from  lack  of  shotpeenlng. 

Inspect  by  visual  or  eddy  current  method, 
in  accordance  with  P&WA  ASB  4661,  dated 
October  15,  1976,  or  later  FAA  approved 
revision,  the  rear  face  and  overhung  shelf  of 
the  front  compressor  front  hub  for  cracks 
emanating  out  of  the  base  of  the  blade  slot, 
within  the  next  150  cycles  in  service  unless 
already  accomplished.  Reinspect  at  150  cycle 
intervals  if  by  visual  method,  or  at  400  cycle 
intervals  if  by  eddy  current  method.  If  a 
crack  is  found  during  any  inspection,  replace 
the  hub  before  further  flight. 

Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA 
maintenance  inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA,  New  England  Region, 
may  adjust  the  inspection  intervals  sjiecifled 
in  this  AD  to  permit  compliance  at  an  estab¬ 
lished  inspection  period  of  the  operator  if 
the  request  contains  substantiating  data  to 
Justify  the  increase  for  that  operator. 

The  manufacturers’  service  bulletin  identi¬ 
fied  and  described  In  this  directive  is  in¬ 
corporated  herein  and  made  a  part  hereof 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1)  .  All  persons 
affected  by  this  directive  who  have  not  al¬ 
ready  received  these  documents  from  the 
manufacturer  may  obtain  (x^ies  upon  re¬ 
quest  to  Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft,  Division 
of  United  Technologies  Corporation,  400 
Main  Street,  East  Hartford,  Connecticut 
06108.  These  documents  may  also  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
New  England  Region,  12  New  England  Execu¬ 
tive  Park,  Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803, 
and  at  FAA  Headquarters,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  A  historical 
file  on  this  AD  which  includes  the  incorpo¬ 
rated  material  in  full  is  maintained  by  the 
FAA  at  its  headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C.. 
and  at  New  England  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
February  25, 1977. 


(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421, 
and  1423);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UB.C.  1655(C)).) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
<m  February  1, 1977. 

Note. — The  incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
16. 1967. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 

Director.  New  England  Region. 

[FR  Doc.77-4215  Filed  2-9-77;8;45  am] 


[Airworthiness  Docket  fJo.  77-  SW-2;  Amdt. 

39-2822] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Bell  Models  214B  and  214B-1  Helicopters 

There  is  a  possible  interference  be¬ 
tween  a  particular  control  tube  and  a 
fuselage  fitting  on  the  Bell  Model  214 
and  214B-1  helicopters  that  could  result 
in  wear  of  the  control  tube  assembly. 
Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  helicopters  of  the  same 
type  design,  an  airworthiness  directive 
is  being  issued  to  require  removal  of 
material  from  a  fuselage  splice  fitting 
at  Station  129.0  £is  provided  by  Bell  Heli¬ 
copter  Textron  Service  Bulletin  No.  214- 
76-6  on  Bell  Model  214B  and  214B-1 
helicopters. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  thirty  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Bell;  Applies  to  BeU  Model  214B  and  214B-1 
helicopters,  S/N  28001  through  28006, 
28008,  28009,  and  280011,  certificated  in 
all  categories. 

Compliance  required  within  25  hours*  time 
in  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  a  possible  interference  between 
a  control  tube  and  a  fuselage  fitting,  trim  the 
fuselage  splice  fitting  of  fuselage  Station  129 
in  accordance  with  Bell  Helicopter  Textron 
Service  Bulletin  No.  214-76-6  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1976,  or  later  approved  revision. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All  persons  affected 
by  this  directive  who  have  not  already 
received  these  documents  from  the 
manufacturer  may  obtain  copies  upon 
request  to  Service  Manager,  Bell  Heli¬ 
copter  Textron,  P.O.  Box  482,  Port 
Worth,  Texas  76101.  These  documents 
may  also  be  examined  at  the  OfiOce  of 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
FAA,  4400  Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas,  and  at  PAA  Headquarters, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  historical  file  on  this  AD 
which  includes  the  incfuixirated  material 
in  full  is  maintaind  by  the  FAA  at  its 
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headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
at  the  Office  of  Regional  Counsel,  South¬ 
west  Region,  FAA,  4400  Blue  Mound 
Road,  Forth  Worth,  Texas. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
February  14,  1977. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  majcir  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Inflation  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1977, 

(The  incorporation  by  reference  provisions  in 
this  document  was  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19,  1967.) 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|PR  Doc.77-4212  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WA-lO] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  a  Control  Area 

On  November  22, 1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
51423)  stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  was  considering 
an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviaticm  Regulations  that  would  alter 
the  boundary  and  lower  the  base  altitude 
of  the  Narragansett,  R.I.,  Control  Area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportimity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  received 
were  favorable.  Subsequent  to  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  NPRM,  it  was  determined  that 
with  the  lowering  of  the  base  altitude  of 
the  Narragansett,  R.L,  Control  Area, 
concurrent  with  the  alteration  of  Warn¬ 
ing  Area  W-105,  the  proposed  control 
area  boundary  alteration  was  not 
required. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviatiwi  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  April  21, 
1977,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.163  (42  FR  348)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

In  Narragansett,  R  J.,  “3,000”  is  deleted 
and  “2,000”  is  substituted  therefor. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  and  1110  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C. 
1348(a),  and  1510),  Executive  Order 
10854  (24  FR  9565)  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  2,  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airsvoce  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77^209  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-NE-33] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  Page  38776  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  September  13,  1976  (41  FR  38776), 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
published  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  which  would  alter  the  Lebanon, 
New  Hampshire,  control  zone. 

Interested  parties  were  given  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  which  to 
submit  written  <iata  or  views.  No  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposed  regulation  have 
been  received. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  proposed 
regulation  is  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  April  21,  1977. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  [72  Stat.  749; 
49  U.S.C.  1348]  and  Section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  [49 
U.S.C.  1655(01. 

Note:  The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  January  31,  1977. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  completed  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  area  of 
Lebanon,  New  Hampshire,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

1.  Amend  §  71.171  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  the  description  of  Lebanon  Regional 
Airport  Control  Zone,  Lebanon,  New 
Hampshire,  in  its  entirety  and  insert 
the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

Lebanon,  N.H. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  center, 
latitude  43'’37'41"  N.,  Longitude  72*18'21" 
W.,  of  Lebanon  Regional  Airport,  Lebanon, 
New  Hampshire:  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
the  Hanover  NDB  246*  and  066*  bearings,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8.5 
miles  nmrtheast  of  the  NDB;  within  2  miles 
either  side  of  the  centerline  ot  runway  18 
extended  5.5  miles  from  the  end  of  the  run¬ 
way:  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  White 
River  NDB  075*  bearing  extending  frcun  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  7.5  miles  from  the 
end  of  runway  07. 

[FR  Doc.77-4210  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  77-QL-l] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

AHetl'.tion  of  Federal  Akways 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  Is  to  re¬ 
align  a  segment  of  V-96  between  Ptort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  and  Waterville,  CAio,  and 
a  segment  of  V-422  between  Wolflake, 
Ind.,  and  Findlay,  Ohio. 


Existing  restrictiems  to  the  Port  Wayne 
VORTAC  have  resulted  in  the  loss  of  V- 
96  between  the'  Fort  Wayne  and  Water¬ 
ville  VORTACs.  This  airway  can  be  re¬ 
stored  by  adding  a  slight  dogleg  in  the 
airway  by  using  the  Port  Wayne  071°  and 
the  Waterville  248°  magnetic  radials.  To 
coincide  with  this  action,  it  is  also  neces¬ 
sary  to  realign  a  segment  of  'V-422  be¬ 
tween  Wolflake  and  the  Antwerp,  Ohio, 
fix  by  one  degree. 

Since  this  amendment  is  a  minor  ad¬ 
justment  upon  which  the  pubUc  would 
have  no  particular  desire  to  comment, 
notice  and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
imnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.M.T.,  April 
21, 1977,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.123  (42  FR  307)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  In  V-96,  “Fort  Wayne,  Ind.;  Water¬ 
ville,  Ohio;”  is  deleted  and  “Port  Wayne. 
Ind.;  INT  Port  Wayne  071°  and  Water¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  246°  radials;  Waterville;”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  V-422,  “INT  Wolflake  096°”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “INT  Wolflake  097°”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Av(  - 
atlon  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) )  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb:’-  , 
ary  2,  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.77-4211  Piled  2-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SW-57] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERA!. 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-2973,  appearing  on  page 
5694  In  the  issue  for  Monday,  January  31, 
1977,  the  longitude  figures  at  the  end  of 
the  second  line  of  the  paragraph  headed 
“Killeen,  Tex.”,  should  read,  “97°42’50".” 


[Docket  No.  16470;  Arndt.  No.  139-10] 

PART  139— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  LAND  AIRPORTS  SERVING  CAB- 
CERTIHCATED  AIR  CARRIERS 

Airport  Fire  Fitting  and  Rescue 
Equipment 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  139  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  make  certain  editorial  changes 
and  to  permit  the  Administrator  to  ex¬ 
empt  the  (Hierators  of  certain  air  carrier 
airports  from  the  Are  flghting  and  rescue 
equipment  requirements  of  that  part  if 
he  finds  that  compliance  with  those  re¬ 
quirements  is.  or  would  be,  unreason¬ 
ably  costly,  burdensome,  or  impractical. 

These  amendments  are  necessary  to 
implement  sectlcm  19  of  the  Airport  and 
Airway  Develoixnent  Act  Amendmoits  of 
1976  (AADA)  (Pub.  L.  94-353,  90  Stat. 
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871),  which  amended  section  612  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (c).  Under  that  para¬ 
graph,  the  Administrator  may  exempt 
operators  of  air  carrier  airports  enplan¬ 
ing  annually  less  than  one-quarter  of  one 
percent  of  the  total  number  of  passen¬ 
gers  enplaned  at  all  air  carrier  airports 
from  the  fire  fighting  and  rescue  equip¬ 
ment  requirements  of  section  612(b)  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act,  if  he  finds  that 
those  requirements  are,  or  would  be,  im- 
reasonably  costly,  burdensome,  or  im¬ 
practical. 

In  light  of  this  legislative  provision, 
§§  139.19(a)  and  139.49  are  amended  to 
permit  those  operators  to  file  petitions 
for  exemption  from  the  fire  fighting  and 
rescue  equipment  requirements  of  §  139.- 
49.  Petitions  filed  should  include  a  de¬ 
tailed  explanation  of  how  ccMnpliance 
with  those  requirements  is,  or  would  be, 
unreasonably  costly,  burdensome,  or  im¬ 
practical.  In  this  connection,  the  FAA 
will,  in  the  near  future,  issue  an  advisory 
circular  providing  guidance  for  persons 
desiring  to  petition  for  an  exemption 
under  §  139.19,  as  herein  amended. 

In  addition,  §  139.19(a)  currently  indi¬ 
cates  that  an  applicant  for  an  airport 
operating  certificate  may  petition  for  an 
exemption  from  the  safety  equipment  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  139.111.  However,  §  139.- 
111  does  not  in  fact  set  forth  such  re¬ 
quirements.  Moreover,  paragraph  (a) 
does  not  include  a  reference  to  §  139.107, 
which  contains  safety  equipment  re¬ 
quirements.  Thus,  to  correct  these  in¬ 
advertent  errors,  the  reference  to  §  139.- 
111  is  deleted  and  a  reference  to  $  139.107 
is  included  in  §  139.19(a). 

Finally,  an  applicant  may  petition  the 
Administrator  for  an  exemption  from  a 
safety  equipment  requirement  contained 
in  Part  139  on  grounds  that  compliance 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 
This  provision  is  set  forth  in  current 
§  139.19(a),  which  pertains  to  the  filing 
of  petitions  for  exemption  from  safety 
equipment  requirements,  and  similar 
language  is  used  in  the  sections  through¬ 
out  Part  139  which  contain  those  require¬ 
ments.  Since  this  duplication  is  con¬ 
sidered  unnecessary,  the  similar  provi¬ 
sions  have  been  deleted  from  the  sec- 
ticwis  containing  safety  equipment  re¬ 
quirements. 

Since  these  amendments  are  necessary 
to  implement  a  statutory  requirement, 
are  editorial  in  nature,  and  impose  no 
additional  burden  on  any  person,  I  find 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  unnecessary  and  that  good  cause  ex¬ 
ists  for  making  them  effective  on  less 
than  30  days  notice. 

These  amendments  are  made  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a)  and  612 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a)  and  1432(c) )  and  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  139  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  February  10, 
1977,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  139.19  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 


§  139.19  Exemptions:  safely  equip¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Any  person  required  to  apply  for 
an  airport  operating  certificate  tmder 
this  part  may  petition  the  Administrator, 
tmder  S  11.25  of  this  chapter  (general 
rule-making  procedures) ,  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  safety  equipment  require¬ 
ments  of  §§  139.49, 139.53, 139.65,  139.105, 
139.107,  or  139.109,  on  the  grounds  that 
compliance  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  In  addition,  the  applicant 
for  an  airport  operating  certificate,  for 
an  air  carrier  airport  enplaning  annually 
less  than  one-quarter  of  one-percent  of 
the  total  number  of  passengers  enplaned 
at  all  air  carrier  airports,  may  petition 
the  Administrator,  imder  §  11.25  of  this 
chapter  (general  rule-making  proce¬ 
dures),  for  an  exemption  from  the  fire 
fighting  and  rescue  equipment  require¬ 
ments  of  §  139.49,  on  grounds  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  those  requirements  is,  or 
would  be,  unreasonably  costly,  burtlen- 
some  or  impractical. 

«  *  *  «  * 

2.  By  amending  §  139.49  by  revising  the 
introductory  paragraph  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  139.49  Airport  fire  fightinie  and  res¬ 
cue  equipment  and  s«r\’ice. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  139.19(a),  the 
applicant  for  an  airport  operating  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  that  it  has,  and  will 
have,  available  diuing  air  carrier  user 
operations,  at  least  the  airport  fire  fight¬ 
ing  and  rescue  equipment  with  the  ve- 
Ihicle  response-time  capability  and 
trained  personnel  prescribed  in  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

«  «  «  «  # 

3.  By  amending  §  139.53  by  revising 
the  introductory  paragraph  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  139.53  Traffic  and  nind  direction  in¬ 
dicators. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  139.19(a),  the 
applicant  for  an  airport  operating  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  that  it  has  on  its  air¬ 
port  the  following: 

*  *  #  *  « 

4.  By  amending  §  139.65  by  revising  the 
first  sentence  thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  139.65  Public  protection. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  139.19(a),  the 
applicant  for  an  airport  operating  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  that  it  has  on  its  air¬ 
port  appropriate  safeguards  against  in¬ 
advertent  entry  of  persons  or  large  do¬ 
mestic  animals  onto  any  air  operations 
area. 

«  *  *  *  « 

5.  By  amending  §  139.105  by  revising 
the  introductory  paragraph  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  139.105  Heliport  firefighting  and  res¬ 
cue  equipment  and  service. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  139.19(a),  the 
applicant  for  an  airport  operating  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  that  it  has,  and  will 
have,  available  during  helicopter  opera¬ 
tions,  at  least  the  airport  firefighting  and 
rescue  equipment  with  the  vehicle  re¬ 
sponse-time  capability  and  trained  per¬ 
sonnel  prescribed  in  this  section. 


•  •  •  #  « 

6.  By  revising  §  139.107  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  139.107  Traffic  and  wind  direction  in¬ 
dicators. 

Except  as  provided  ^  S  139.19(a),  the 
applicant  for  an  airport  (H>erating  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  that  it  has  on  its  air¬ 
port  a  wind  direction  ijndicator,  installed 
to  provide  approprlate'wind  direction  in¬ 
formation,  and  lighte<^  during  the  con¬ 
duct  of  night  operations. 

7.  By  revising  §  139.109  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  139.109  Public  protection. 

Except  as  provided  in  §  139.19(a).  the 
applicant  for  ah  airport  operating  cer¬ 
tificate  must  show  that  it  has  on  its  air¬ 
port  appropriate- safeguards  against  in¬ 
advertent  entry  of  persons  into  any  air 
operations  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  imder  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  1.  1977. 

John  L.  McLucas, 
Administrator. 
IFR  Doc.77-1205  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  11— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER  D — SPECIAL  REGULATIONS 

(Reg.  SPR-124.  Doc.  30103,  Arndt.  4) 

PART  371— ADVANCE  BOOKING 
CHARTERS 

Charter  Prospectus  Filing  Procedures 
Effective:  February  10, 1977. 

Adopted:  February  4. 1977. 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  ofiBce  in  Washington,  D.C., 
February  4,  1977. 

By  this  rule  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  is  amending  its  Advance  Book¬ 
ing  Charter  (ABC)  rule  (14  CFR  Part 
371) ,  with  respect  to  prospectus  filing  re¬ 
quirements,  to  exclude  ABC  price  de¬ 
creases  from  the  15-day  waiting  period 
which  follows  the  filing  of  an  amended 
prospectus.  The  same  amendment  is 
being  issued  contemporaneously  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Study  Group  Charters,  for  the 
same  reasons  discussed  hereinbelow’. 

When  the  Board  adopted  regulations 
providing  for  ABC’s  *  it  prescribed  the 
same  15-day  waiting  periods  for  the  sale 
of  ABC’s  after  the  filing  of  the  original 
or  an  amended  prospectus  (§  371.25(a)  > 
as  were  then  applied  under  our  other  spe¬ 
cial  charter  rules  to  the  marketing  of 
charters  after  the  filing  of  the  original  or 
an  amended  prospectus.  These  premar¬ 
keting  waiting  periods  had  been  pre¬ 
scribed  under  our  various  special  charter 
rules  in  order  to  allow  some  period  of  time 
for  the  Board’s  staff  to  monitor  compli¬ 
ance  of  ABC’s  and  other  types  of  charters 


^  SPR-llO,  41  FR  37763,  September  8,  1976. 
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with  Board  regulations  by  inremarketing 
review  of  each  initial  and  amended 
prospectus. 

Subsequently,  the  Board  amraided 
§  371.25,  along  with  the  parallel  provi¬ 
sions  of  our  other  charter  rules,’  to  ex¬ 
clude  frcMu  the  15-day  waiting  period  car- 
tain  types  of  amendments  to  the  chartor 
prospectus  including,  into:  alia,  charter 
price  increases.  The  Board  determined 
that  no  regulatory  purpose  was  served  by 
subjecting  such  amendments  to  premar¬ 
keting  review,  since  those  amendments 
do  not  affect  the  basic  legality  of  the 
charter  for  which  an  initial  prospectus 
has  been  filed  and  cannot  be  the  basis  for 
rejectiMi  of  an  amended  prospectus. 

Five  charter  operators  *  have  now 
Jointly  filed  a  rulemaking  petition  to 
amend  §  371.25  to  exclude  ABC  price 
decreases  from  the  15 -day  waiting  period 
following  the  fiUng  of  an  amended  pro¬ 
spectus.*  The  petitioners  argue  that,  since 
the  regulations  prescribe  no  minimum 
prices  for  ABC’s,  ABC  price  reductions 
can  no  more  be  the  basis  for  rejecting  an 
amended  charter  prospectus  than  are 
price  increases  and  therefore,  like  price 
increases,  they  should  be  excluded  from 
premarketing  review.  The  petitioners 
further  contend  that  elimination  of  the 
15-day  waiting  period  for  ABC  price  de¬ 
creases  will  reduce  administrative  bur¬ 
dens  on  both  the  Board  and  ABC  opera¬ 
tors  and  will  facilitate  rapid  adjustment 
of  prices,  to  the  benefit  of  consumets.  The 
petition  also  points  out  that  the  rule- 
making  petition  granted  by  SPR-112  had 
been  filed  before  adoption  of  the  ABC 
rule  and  its  text  was  designed  principally 
for  Inclusive  Tour  Charters  (14  CPft 
Part  378)  and  One-stop-inclusive  Tour 
Charters  (14  CTFTl  Part  378a) ,  which,  un¬ 
like  ABC’s,  do  have  a  legally  prescribed 
minimiun  price.  ’Thus,  it  argued,  the  rea¬ 
sons  advanced  by  the  Board  in  SPR-112 
for  exempting  price  increases  from  the 
15-day  waiting  period  would  indeed  not 
apply  to  price  decreases  of  ITC  s  and 
ore’s,  but  they  do  apply  to  ABC  price 
decreases.  No  answers  to  the  petition 
were  received. 

The  Board  finds  the  petitioners’  argu¬ 
ments  persuasive  and  has  decided  to 
grant  the  petition.  Since  the  price  of  an 
ABC  is  not  a  relevant  factor  in  deter¬ 
mining  its  basic  legality,  the  Board  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  premurketing  filing  and 
review  of  a  prospectus  amendment  de¬ 
creasing  its  price  is  no  more  necessary 
than  if  the  price  were  increased.  Further¬ 
more,  elimination  of  the  15 -day  waiting 


»  SPR^m  (OTC’s) ,  SPR-112  (ABC’s) ,  SPR- 
113  (SOC’s),  and  SPR-114  (TTC’s),  all 
adopted  contemporaneously  on  Septem¬ 
ber  24. 1076,  41  FR  42940,  September  29, 1976. 

3  Charts  Travel  Corporation,  Duncan 
Travel  Service,  Olobus-Qateway  Tours,  Ltd., 
Brendan  Tours,  Inc.,  and  GoOo  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.  The  petition  states  that  each  pe¬ 
titioner  “is  or  shortly  wUl  be”  an  ABC  it¬ 
erator. 

*  A  rulemaking  petition  substantially  iden¬ 
tical  to  the  petition  in  Docket  30106  was 
jointly  filed  by  seven  tour  operators  Decem¬ 
ber  22, 1976,  In  Docket  80251.  By  adopting  me 
amendment  herein,  the  Board  is  granting 
both  rulemaking  peUUons. 


period  for  price  reductions  will  enable 
charter  operators  to  respond  more  rap¬ 
idly  to  changes  In  demand  and  to  pass 
on  price  decreases  to  consumers  without 
undue  dday.  We  have  therefore  deter¬ 
mined  to  exclude  such  decreases  in  the 
same  .manner  as  we  have  already  ex¬ 
cluded  Increases  from  the  15-day  waiting 
period.  By  the  same  token,  the  charter 
operator  will  be  required  to  file  notice 
with  the  Board  of  any  such  price  reduc¬ 
tion  within  five  days  of  the  reduction, 
just  as  our  rules  already  require  with 
respect  to  other  prospectus  amendments 
that  are  excluded  from  the  15 -day  wait¬ 
ing  period. 

Because  this  amendment  creates  no 
significant  additional  burden  for  any 
member  of  the  public,  and  public  benefit 
will  be  derived  from  putting  it  into  ef¬ 
fect  without  delay,  it  is  foimd  for  good 
cause  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  imnecessary  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  that  it  may  be 
made  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  371  of  ite  Special  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  371)  effective  February  10, 
1977,  as  set  forth  below. 

Amend  §  371.25(a)  (3)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  371.23  Operating  authorization  of 
charter  operators. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(a)  *  *  * 

(3)  ’The  15-day  waiting  period  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  charter  price  increases 
or  decreases,  changes  in  hotel  accommo¬ 
dations,  sightseeing  arrangements,  meal 
plans,  and  the  order  in  which  cities  are 
visited,  but  such  changes  shall  be  filed 
not  later  than  five  (5)  days  following 
such  change. 

*  •  -  •  •  • 

(Secs.  101  and  204,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  737,  743  (49  UJS.C. 
1301,  1324).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kayxoe, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-4329  Filed  2-9-77;8:46  am] 


[Reg.  SPR-125,  Docket  30103,  Arndt.  14] 

PART  373— STUDY  GROUP  CHARTERS  BY 

DIRECT  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  STUDY 

GROUP  CHARTERERS 

Study  Group  Statement  Filing  Procedures 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
'  at  its  oflBce  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Febru¬ 
ary  4,  1977, 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  SPR-124, 
issued  contemporaneously  herewith,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  is  amending  its 
Study  Qroup  Charter  (SGK?)  rule  (14 
CFR  Part  373),  with  respect  to  study 
group  statement  filing  requirements,  to 
excise  SGC  price  decreases  from  the  15- 
day  waiting  period  which  follows  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  an  amended  study  group  state¬ 
ment 

Because  this  amendment  creates  no 
significant  aditional  burden  for  any 


member  of  the  public,  and  public  benefit 
win  be  derived  from  putting  it  Into  effect 
without  delay,  it  Is  found  for  good  cause 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  thereon 
are  unnecessary  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  and  that  it  may  be  made 
effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  373  of  its  Special  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  373)  effective  February  10, 
1977,  as  set  forth  below. 

Amend  §  373.10(b)  (3)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  373.10  Study  Croup  Statement. 

*  *  «  •  « 

(b)  *  •  • 

(3)  ’The  15-day  waiting  period  refer¬ 
enced  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  this  section 
shall  not  apply  to  tour  price  increases  or 
decreases,  changes  in  hotel  accommoda¬ 
tions,  sightseeing  arrangements,  meal 
plans,  and  the  order  in  which  cities  are 
visited,  but  such  changes  shall  be  filed  no 
later  than  five  (5)  days  following  such 
change. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(Secs.  101,  204,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  72  Stat.  737,  743;  (49  U.S.C.  1301, 
1324).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  ]^ylor, 
S^etary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4330  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


Title  27 — Alcohol,  Tobacco  Products  and 
Firaarms 

CHAPTER  I— BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TO¬ 
BACCO  AND  FIREARMS,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  THE  TREASURY 

[TD.  ATP-42] 

IMPLEMENTATION  OF  STATUTORY 
CHANGES  MADE  EY  PUBUC  LAW  94-455 

The  Tax  Reform  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L. 
94-455,  90  Stat.  1818)  amoided  numer¬ 
ous  obsolete  sections  and  corrected  sev¬ 
eral  technical  errors  and  omissions  in 
subtitle  E  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954.  In  addition  the  Act  contains  sev¬ 
eral  amendments  to  subtitle  E  which  are 
liberalizing  in  nature.  The  regulatory 
changes  contained  in  this  Treasury  de¬ 
cision  will  implemoit  these  statutory 
changes. 

Loss  Provisions  for  Spirits  Brought 
INTO  the  U.S.  from  Puerto  Rico  and 
THE  Virgin  Islands 

statutory  provisions 

Under  26  UJS.C.  5232(a),  spirits 
brought  into  the  United  States  in  bulk 
containers  from  Puerto  Rico  or  the  'Nfir- 
gin  Islands  may  be  transferred  to  the 
bonded  premises  of  a  distilled  spirits 
plant  without  paymoit  of  the  internal 
revenue  tax.  The  proprietor  of  the  bond¬ 
ed  premises  becixnes  liable  for  the  tax  as 
in  the  case  ci  domestic  ^irits  which  are 
held  on  those  bonded  premises. 

Section  26  U.S.C.  5008  provided  for 
abatement  or  refund  of  tax  in  the  case 
of  distilled  spirits:  (1)  Lost  while  in 
bond;  (2)  voluntarily  destroyed  while  in 
b<md;  (3)  volimtarily  destroyed  on 
bottling  premises  to  which  ronoved  after 
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payment  or  determination  of  tax;  (4) 
lost  (in  a  maimer  described  in  law) 
after  withdrawal  from  boDd  on  payment 
or  determination  of  tax  and  before  re¬ 
moval  from  the  bottling  premises  to 
which  removed  from  bond;  or  (5)  re¬ 
turned  to  the  bonded  premises  of  a  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  plant  after  payment  or  de¬ 
termination  of  tax.  In  all  these  cases 
listed  except  situation  (1).  the  abate¬ 
ment  or  refund  is  only  for  taxes  imposed 
by  chapter  51  of  26  U.S.C.  Spirits  brought 
into  the  United  States  from  Puerto  Rico 
or  the  Virgin  l^ands  are  taxed  imder 
seetkm  26  U.S.C.  7652.  As  a  result  the 
provisitms  pertaining  to  refund  or  abate¬ 
ment  of  tax  in  the  other  four  situations 
listed  did  not  give  r^ief  for  taxes  (m 
spirits  from  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

Apparently  this  ^clusicm  resulted 
from  an  oversight,  but  Pub.  L.  94-455 
corrects  the  omiBskm  by  extending  to 
bulk  spirits  brought  into  the  United 
States  from  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin 
Islands  the  same  loss  provisions  appli¬ 
cable  to  imported  and  domestic  spirits. 

REGULATORY  PROVISIONS 

Apphcable  regulations  are  amended  to 
reflect  the  eligibility  of  Puerto  Rican  and 
Virgin  Is^ds  spirits  for  loss  provisions. 

Claims  for  losses  of  Puerto  Rican  and 
Virgin  Islands  spirits  are  to  be  flled  in 
the  usual  manner  for  claims  of  domestic 
spirits.  To  insure  proper  accoimtlng  of 
operational  losses.  Form  2611,  Statement 
of  Losses  at  Bottling  Pmnises  will  be 
prepared;  and  a  new  Form  2611  Page  3, 
will  be  attached  to  Form  2611  Page  1  as 
supplemental  infeurmaton  to  separately 
Identify  eligible  Puerto  Rican  rum,  other 
Puerto  Rican  spirits,  and  Virgin  Islands 
spirits,  from  other  eligible  spirits. 

Forms  1577 — ^Destruction  of  Spirits, 
2612 — ^Taxpaid  l^irits  Returned  to 
Bcmded  Premises,  and  4738 — Notice  and 
Gauge  of  ^irits  Returned  to  Bottling 
Premises,  have  been  revised  to  indicate 
the  eligibility  of  Puerto  Rican  and  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands  spirits  for  abatem«it  or  re¬ 
fund  of  tax  on  applicable  losses.  In  each 
instance,  separate  forms  shall  be  pre¬ 
pared  for  Puerto  Rican  rum,  for  oth«: 
Puerto  Rican  spirits  and  for  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  spirits.  The  separate  preparation  of 
these  forms  is  necessary  for  accounting 
purposes.  [§§  170.124,  170.134,  170.170, 
201.482,  201.491,  201.561  amended.] 

LIQUOR  DKALXRS 

The  statutory  changes  eliminate  the 
special  tax  designation  for  (1)  retail 
dealers  in  wine;  (2)  retail  dealers  in  wine 
and  beer;  (3)  medicinal  spirits  dealers; 
(4)  wholesale  dealers  in  wine;  and  (5) 
wholesale  dealers  in  wine  and  beer.  Per¬ 
sons  engaging  in  business  in  these  cate¬ 
gories  will  be  classifled  in  the  primary 
designation  of  business  (e.g.,  retail  deal¬ 
ers  in  wine,  retail  dealers  in  wine  and 
beer,  and  medicinal  spirits  dealers  will 
be  classhled  as  retail  liquor  dealers). 
These  designation  changes  do  not  affect 
the  special  tax  fate: 

An  additiocial  statutory  change  affects 
limited  retafl  dealers.  Umlted  retail  deal¬ 
ers  (e.g.,  fairs,  chric  or  diureh  groups) 


were  limited  to  sales  of  wine  and  beer 
only  and  subject  to  special  (occupa¬ 
tional)  taxes  of  $2.20  per  month.  The 
statutory  change  establishes  a  special  tax 
category  tor  limited  retail  dealers  of  spir¬ 
its,  whies,  or  beer  and  sets  the  special 
tax  rate  at  $4.56  per  month. 

The  regulations  in  27  CFR  Part  194  are 
amended  to  provide  for  these  changes, 
[i  194.11,  194.24,  194.26,  194.27.  194.101, 
194.121.  194.211,  194.245  amended; 

§S  194.128-130  rev(Aed.] 

NONBEVERAGE  DRAWBACK 

Statutory  provisions  regarding  draw¬ 
back  of  tax  on  spirits  used  in  nonbever¬ 
age  products  were  amended  to  delete  the 
requirement  that  such  spirits  be  pro¬ 
duced  in  a  domestic  distillery,  or  with¬ 
drawn  from  the  bonded  premises  of  a 
distilled  spirits  plant.  This  amendment 
will  permit  manufacturers  of  nonbever¬ 
age  drawback  products  to  claim  refunds 
of  taxes  on  imported  spirits  used  in  non¬ 
beverage  products.  The  regulations  in  27 
CFR  Part  197  are  amended  to  make  this 
change  and  to  make  a  conforming 
change.  [§  197.8,  197.9,  197.109,  197.130b 
amended.] 

MINGLING  OF  SPIRITS  POE  CONSOLIDATION 

The  consolidation  of  packages  of  spir¬ 
its  for  further  storage  in  bond  could  be 
accomplished  for  spirits  within  8  years 
of  the  date  of  original  entry  for  deposit. 
The  amended  statutory  provisions  pro¬ 
vide  that  such  consolidation  may  be  ac¬ 
complished  within  20  years  of  the  date  of 
original  entry.  Therefore,  applicable 
sections  in  27  CFR  Part  201  are  amended 
to  conform  to  this  change.  [J  201.301 
amended.] 

FILTRATION  OF  SPIRITS  FOR  EXPORTATION 

Section  26  U.S.C.  5025  was  amended 
to  extend  the  exemption  from  rectifica¬ 
tion  tax  to  distilled  spirits  subjected  to 
filtration  or  other  ph3^1cal  treatments 
prior  to  exiraVtation.  The  change  win 
permit  distflled  spirits  plant  proprietors 
to  filter  and  stabilize  spirits  destined  for 
exportation  in  a  manner  similar  to  spir¬ 
its  entered  for  bottling  in  bond  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  27  201.324.  The  regulations 

in  27  CFR  Part  201  are  amended  accord¬ 
ingly.  [§  201.29  amended;  §201.314 
added.] 

WITHDRAWAL  09  SPIRITS  FROM  BOND 

UNDER  26  U.S.C.  5174(a)  (2) 

Sectitm  26  U.S.C.  5174(a)(2)  was 
amended  to  provide  for  the  withdrawal 
of  spirits  from  bond  by  proprietors  au¬ 
thorized  to  rectify  or  bottle  distilled 
spirits  pursuant  to  a  withdrawal  bond. 
Prior  statutory  requirements  limited 
withdrawals  under  i  5174(a>(2)  to  spir¬ 
its  intended  to  be  rectified  or  bottled  by 
authorised  proprietors.  The  statutory 
amendment  win  extend  authorized  vrith- 
drawal  to  all  spirits,  including  those 
botUed-in-bond.  This  will  permit  pro¬ 
prietors  of  bottling  premises  to  defer 
payumit  of  tax  on  botUed-in-bond  spir¬ 
its  for  payment  on  ATF  Form  4077  and 
pursuant  to  regulations  in  27  CFR  Part 
170,  Sobpart  C.  These  statutory  changes, 
however,  require  a  minor  regulatory 


change.  Proprietors  desiring  to  withdraw 
bottled-in-bond  spirits  pursuant  to 
§  5174(a)  (2)  should  prepare  Form  179 
in  the  manner  other  spirits  are  with¬ 
drawn  from  bond.  [§  17Q.43  amended.] 

MISCELLANEOUS  AKRHDimrTS 

Definition  of  "Secretary"  and  "Dele¬ 
gate”.  Section  26  U.S.C.  7701  was 
amended  to  change  the  definition  of 
“Secretary”  to  provide  that  “Secretary 
of  the  Treasury”  means  tiie  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  personally,  and  does  not 
include  any  delegate  of  his;  while  “Sec- 
retary”  means  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  or  his  delegate.  The  term  "or 
his  delegate”  is  also  defined  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  definition  of  "Secretary”. 
Therefore,  the  definition  of  “Secretary” 
is  amended  in  all  parts  of  27  C7FR  where 
it  appears;  and  the  definition  of  ‘TDele- 
gate”  is  added  to  all  parts  of  27  CFR 
where  the  term  “Secretary"  is  defined. 
[§§  71.11,  201.11,  211.11,  213.11,  245.5 
and  252.11  amended.] 

Revocation  of  obsolete  provisions.  Pub. 
L.  94-455  revised  numerous  obsolete 
statutory  provisions.  Conforming  regula¬ 
tory  changes  are  made  in  27  CFR  Parte 
170,  240,  245  and  296  to  incorporate  these 
revocations.  [§§  170.86,  170.87,  170.92, 
170.93,  240.236.  240.720,  240.723,  245.56, 
296.2,  296.3,  296.8,  and  296.9  amended; 
§§  170.371-.374  revoked] 

INFLATION  IMPACT  * 

The  Bureau  has  determined  that  this 
docum^t  does  not  contain  a  major  pro¬ 
posal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Infla¬ 
tion  Impact  Statement  und^  Executive 
Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
regulations  in  27  CFR  are  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  70 — PROCEDURE  AND 
ADMINISTRATION 

1.  Section  70.22  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (c) ,  and  revising  the  statutory 
citation  at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  70.22  Examination  of  books  and  wit¬ 
nesses. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(c)  Persons  who  may  issue  summonses. 
Hie  following  cheers  and  employees  of 
the  Bureau  are  authorized  to  Issue  sum¬ 
monses  pursuant  to  26  U.S.C.  7602: 

(1)  Phonal  regulatory  administra¬ 
tors,  and 

(2)  0£Bce  of  InspectitHi:  Assistant  Di¬ 
rector,  Deputy  Assistant  Director,  and 
regional  inspectors. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Aug.  16,  1954,  ch.  736,  68A  Stat.  901;  (26 
U.S.C.  7602).) 


PART  71— STATEMENT  OF 
PROCEDURAL  RULES 

2.  Section  71.11  is  amended  by  adding 
the  definition  of  “Delegate"  and  chang¬ 
ing  the  d^nition  of  “Secretary”  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  71.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

*  *  •  •  • 
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Delegate.  Any  officer,  employee,  or 
agency  of  the  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  directly,  or  indirectly  by  one 
or  more  redelegations  of  authority,  to 
perform  the  function  mentioned  or  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  context. 

Secretary.  The  Secretary  of  the  Ti’eas- 
ury  or  his  delegate. 

«  •  «  «  « 


PART  170— MISCELLANEOUS  REGULA¬ 
TIONS  RELATING  TO  LIQUOR 

3a.  Section  170.43  is  amended,  in  al¬ 
phabetical  order,  to  revise  the  definition 
of  “controlled  stock”,  and  redesignate 
existing  paragraphs,  (b),  (c),  (d),  (e), 

(f) ,  and  (g) ,  as  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  (e) , 
(f),  (g),  and  (h),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  170.43  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  «  «  « 

Controlled  stock.  Stock  on  control 
premises,  comprising: 

(a)  Tax-determined  domestic  spirits 
received  for  rectification  or  bottling: 

(b)  Tax -determined  spirits  bottled-in¬ 
bond  (prior  to  tax  determination)  and 
received  for  storage; 

(c)  Tax-determined  imported  spirits 
received  from  internal  revenue  bond  (as 
authorized  by  section  5232,  I.R.C.)  for 
rectification  or  bottling; 

(d)  Other  tax-determined  imported 
spirits  dumped  and  reported  on  batch 
record  Form  122  for  use  in  production 
of  rectified  distilled  spirits  product; 

(e)  Alcoholic  flavoring  materials, 
wines,  and  products  made  with  wine, 
dumped  and  reported  on  batch  record 
Form  122  for  use  in  production  of  a  rec¬ 
tified  distilled  spirits  product; 

(f)  Distilled  spirits  products  received 
and  dumped  for  reprocessing  or  rebot¬ 
tling; 

(g)  Any  mixture  of,  or  product  made 
from,  the  preceding; 

(h)  Any  of  the  preceding  (1)  on  the 
ccmtrol  premises  of  a  proprietor  on  the 
commencement  of  business  under  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  or  (2)  received 
from  an  outgoing  proprietor  as  controlled 
stock  under  the  provisions  of  §  170.56. 

3b.  Section  170.86  is  amended,  In  al¬ 
phabetical  order,  to  revise  the  definition 
of  “Assistant  regional  commissioner” 
and  add  the  definition  of  “Regional  reg¬ 
ulatory  administrator”,  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  170.86  Meaning  of  terms-. 

•  •  •  #  # 

Assistant  regional  commissioner.  A  re- 
gi(xial  regulatory  administrator,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  this  section. 

*  *  «  «  * 

Regional  regulatory  administrator.  The 
principal  regional  official  resptmslble  for 
administering  regulations  In  this  sub¬ 
part. 

•  •  •  •  « 

4.  Secton  170.87  is  amended  by  dieting 
paragraph  (c),  by  redesignating  para¬ 
graph  (d)  as  paragraph  (c) ,  and  by  de¬ 
leting  the  last  undesignated  paragraph, 
to  read  as  follows: 


§  170.87  Applieability  to  certain  credits 

or  refunds. 

*  «  *  «  • 

(a)  *  •  * 

(b)  Any  claim  made  in  accordance 
with  any  law  expressly  providing  for 
credit  or  refund  where  an  article  is  with¬ 
drawn  from  the  market,  returned  to 
bond,  or  lost  or  destroyed,  and 

(c)  Any  claim  based  solely  on  errors 
in  computation  of  the  quantity  of  an 
article  subject  to  tax  or  on  mathematical 
errors  in  computation  of  the  amount  of 
the  tax  due,  or  to  any  claim  in  respect  of 
tax  collected  or  paid  on  an  article  seized 
and  forfeited,  or  destroyed,  as  contra¬ 
band. 

5.  Section  170.92  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b) ,  and  by  redesignating 
the  present  text  of  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) , 
(e) ,  (f) ,  and  (g) ,  as  paragraphs  (b) ,  (c) , 
(d) ,  (e) ,  and  (f ) ,  respectively,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  170.92  Data  to  be  shown  in  claim. 

Claims  to  which  this  subpart  is  appli¬ 
cable,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
§  170.91,  must  set  forth  or  contain  the 
following: 

(a)  A  statement  that  the  claimant 
paid  the  amount  claimed  as  a  “tax”  as 
defined  in  this  subpart. 

(b)  Full  identification  (by  specific 
reference  to  the  form  number,  the  date 
of  filing,  the  place  of  filing,  and  the 
amount  paid  on  the  basis  of  the  particu¬ 
lar  form  or  return)  of  the  tax  forms  or 
returns  covering  the  payments  for  which 
refund  or  credit  is  claimed. 

(c)  Hie  written  consent  of  the  owner 
to  the  allowance  of  the  refund  or  credit 
to  the  claimant  (where  the  owner  of  the 
article  in  respect  of  which  the  tax  was 
paid  furnished  the  claimant  tiie  amount 
claimed  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
tax) . 

(d)  If  the  claimant  (or  owner,  as  the 
case  may  be)  has  neither  sold  nor  con¬ 
tracted  to  sell  the  articles  involved  in  the 
claim,  a  statement  that  the  claimant  (or 
owner,  as  the  case  may  be)  agrees  not  to 
shift,  directly  or  Indirectly  in  any  man¬ 
ner  whatsoever,  the  biu-den  of  the  tax  to 
any  other  person. 

(e)  If  the  claim  is  for  refund  of  a  floor 
stocks  tax,  or  of  an  amount  resulting 
from  an  Increase  in  rate  of  tax  applicable 
to  an  article,  a  statement  as  to  whether 
the  price  of  the  article  was  increased  on 
or  following  the  effective  date  of  such 
floor  stocks  tax  or  rate  Increase,  and,  if 
so,  the  date  of  the  increase,  together  with 
full  information  as  to  the  amount  of 
such  price  increase. 

(f )  Specific  evidence  (such  as  relevant 
records.  Invoices,  or  other  documoits,  or 
affidavits  of  individuals  having  personal 
knowledge  of  pertinent  facts)  which  will 
satisfactorily  establish  the  conditions  to 
allowance  set  forth  in  S  170.89. 

The  regional  regulatory  administrator 
may  require  the  claimant  to  fiumish  as  a 
part  of  the  claim  such  additional  infor¬ 
mation  as  he  may  deem  necessary. 

6.  Section  170.93  is  revised  by  amend¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a) ,  and  by  deleting  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  and  (c),  to  read  as  follows: 


§  170.93  Time  for  filing  claim. 

No  credit  or  refund  of  any  amount  of 
tax  to  which  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part  apply  shall  be  made  unless  the 
claimant  files  a  claim  therefor  within 
the  time  prescribed  by  law  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part. 

7.  Section  170.124  is  amended  by  mak¬ 
ing  conforming  changes  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  170.124  General  provisions. 

Distilled  spirits  brought  into  the 
United  States  from  the  Virgin  Islands  in 
bulk  containers  of  5  gallons  or  more 
capacity  may  under  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart,  be  withdrawn  by  the  proprietor 
of  a  distilled  spirits  plant  from  customs 
custody  and  transferred  in  such  bulk 
containers  or  by  pipeline  to  the  bonded 
premises  of  his  plant,  without  pasmient 
of  the  internal  revenue  tax,  including 
rectification  tax,  if  any  imposed  on  such 
spirits  by  26  U.S.C.  7652.  Such  spirits  so 
withdrawn  and  transferred  to  a  dis¬ 
tilled  spirits  plant  (a)  may  not  be 
bottled  in  bond  under  26  U.S.C.  5233,  (b) 
may  be  redistilled  or  denatured  only  if 
of  185°  or  more  of  proof,  and  (c)  may  be 
withdrawn  from  internal  revenue  bond 
for  any  purpose  authorized  by  26  U.S.C. 
chapter  51,  in  the  same  manner  as 
domestic  distilled  spirits.  Spirits  trans¬ 
ferred  from  customs  custody  to  the 
bonded  premises  of  a  distilled  spirits 
plant  under  the  provisions  of  this  subpart 
shall  be  received  and  stored  thereat,  and 
withdrawn  or  transferred  therefrom, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  201  of 
this  chapter.  The  person  operating  the 
bonded  premises  of  the  distilled  spirits 
plant  to  which  spirits  are  transferred 
under  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  shall 
become  liable  for  the  tax  on  distilled 
spirits  withdrawn  from  customs  custody 
under  26  U.S.C.  5232,  upon  release  of  the 
spirits  from  customs  custory,  and  the  im¬ 
porter  or  person  bringing  the  spirits  into 
the  United  States  shall  thereupon  be  re¬ 
lieved  of  his  liability  for  such  tax. 

(Sec.  3(a),  Pub.  L.  01-669,  72  Stat.  1328;  Sec. 
1905,  Pub.  L.  94-456,  72  Stat.  1820  (26  U.S.C. 
5232) .) 

8.  Section  170.134  is  revised  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  to  read  as  follows: 

§  170.134  Abatement,  remiiKsion,  credit, 
or  refund. 

The  provisitms  of  26  U.S.C.  5008,  au¬ 
thorizing  abatement,  remission,  credit 
and  reftmd  for  loss  or  destruction  of  dis¬ 
tilled  splirts,  shall  apply  to  spirits 
brought  into  the  United  States  from  the 
Virgin  Islands,  with  respect  to  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Spirits  lost  while  in  internal 
revenue  bond; 

(b)  Voluntary  destruction  of  spirits  in 
bond; 

(c)  Volimtary  destruction  of  spirits 
after  withdrawal  for  rectification  or 
bottling; 

(d)  Spirits  lost  after  withdrawal  for 
rectification  or  bottling,  by  reason  of 
accident,  flood,  fire  or  other  disaster; 

(e)  Spirits  lost  in  rectifying,  pack¬ 
aging,  bottling  and  casing  operations; 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  28— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  10,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


8369 


(f)  Spirits  returned  to  bonded 
premises; 

(g)  Spirits  returned  to  bonded  prem¬ 
ises  after  withdrawal  upon  tax  deter¬ 
mination; 

(h)  Spirits  returned  to  the  bottling 
premises  from  which  removed;  and 

(i)  Samples  of  spirits  for  use  by  the 
United  States. 

Claims  relating  to  spirits  lost  in  bond, 
in  addition  to  the  information  required 
by  §  201.43  of  this  chapter,  shall  show 
the  name  of  the  producer,  and  the  serial 
number  and  date  of  the  Form  27-B  Sup¬ 
plemental  under  which  produced. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1323,  as 
amended.  1364,  as  amended;  Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L. 
94-455,  90  Stat.  1818  (26  U.S.C.  5008,  5215).) 

9.  Section  170.170  is  revised  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  to  read  as  follows: 

§  170.170  Abatement,  remis.oinn,  credit, 
or  refund. 

The  provisions  of  26  U.S.C.  5008,  au¬ 
thorizing  abatement,  remission,  credit 
and  refund  for  loss  or  destruction  of 
distilled  spirits,  shall  apply  to  spirits 
brought  into  the  United  States  from 
Puerto  Rico,  with  respect  to  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Spirits  lost  while  in  internal  rev¬ 
enue  bond; 

(b)  Voluntary  destruction  of  spirits  in 
bond; 

(c)  Voluntary  destruction  of  spirits 
after  withdrawal  for  rectification  or 
bottling; 

(d)  Spirits  lost  after  withdrawal  for 
rectification  or  bottling,  by  reason  of  ac¬ 
cident,  flood.  Are  or  other  disaster; 

(e)  Spirits  lost  in  rectifying,  packag¬ 
ing,  bottling  and  casing  operations; 

(f)  Spirits  returned  to  bonded  prem¬ 
ises; 

(g)  Spirits  returned  to  bonded  prem¬ 
ises  after  withdrawal  upon  tax  determi¬ 
nation; 

(h)  Spirits  returned  to  the  bottling 
premises  from  which  removed;  and 

(i)  Samples  of  spirits  for  use  by  the 
United  States. 

Claims  relating  to  spirits  lost  in  bond, 
in  addition  to  the  information  required 
by  S  201.43  of  this  chapter,  shall  show 
the  name  of  the  producer,  and  the  serial 
nmnber  and  date  of  the  Form,  27-B 
Supplemental  under  which  produced. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  13231,  as 
amended,  1364,  as  amended;  sec.  1905,  Pub. 
L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1818  (26  U.S.C.  5008, 
5215).) 

Subpart  Q — Interim  Regulations 
(§§  170.371-170.374  [Revoked]) 

10.  Subpart  Q  (§§  170.371-.374)  is  re¬ 
voked. 


PART  194 — UQUOR  DEALERS 

11.  Section  194.11  is  amended, -in  al¬ 
phabetical  order,  by  adding  the  deflni- 
tion  ot  “Tax  year”,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  194.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  •  •  • 


Tax  year.  Hie  period  from  July  1  of 
one  calendar  year  through  Jime  30  of 
the  following  year. 

•  •  •  •  • 

12.  Section  194.24  is  revised  by 
amending  paragraphs  (b) ,  (c)  (i) ,  and 
(c)  (ii) ,  and  by  amending  the  statutory 
citation  at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  194.24  ^  holesale  dealer  in  liquorji. 

(a)  General.  •  •  • 

(b)  Persons  not  deemed  to  be  whole¬ 
sale  dealers  in  liquors:  The  following 
persons  are  not  deemed  to  be  wholesale 
dealers  in  liquors  within  the  meaning  of 
26  U.S.C.,  chapter  51,  and  are  not  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  special  tax  as  such 
dealer — 

(1)  •  •  * 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Persons  exempt  from  special  tax. 
(1)  *  •  • 

<i)  A  retail  dealer  in  liquors  who  con¬ 
summates  sales  of  distilled  spirits,  beer 
or  wine,  or  any  combination  thereof,  to 
a  limited  retail  dealer  at  the  place  where 
such  retail  dealer  in  liquors  has  paid  the 
special  tax  as  such  dealer  for  the  cur¬ 
rent  tax  year, 

(iii  A  retail  dealer  in  beer  who,  hav¬ 
ing  paid  the  special  tax  as  such  dealer 
for  the  current  tax  year,  consummates 
sales  at  his  place  of  business  of  beer  to  a 
limited  retail  dealer,  or 

(iii)  •  *  • 

•  *  •  •  • 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1340,  as 
amended,  1344,  as  amended:  Sec.  1905,  Pub. 
L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1819  (26  U.S.C.  5111,  5112, 
5113,  5123).) 

13.  Section  194.26  is  revised  by  amend¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)(l)(i),  and 
by  amending  the  statutory  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section,  to  read  as  follows; 

§  194.26  Wholesale  dealer  in  beer. 

(a)  General.  •  *  * 

(b)  Persons  not  deemed  to  be  whole¬ 
sale  dealers  in  beer.  The  following  per¬ 
sons  are  not  de^ed  to  be  wholesale  deal¬ 
ers  in  beer  within  the  meaning  of  26 
U.S.C.,  chapter  51,  and  are  not  required 
to  pay  special  tax  as  such  dealer — 

(!)••* 

(c)  Persons  exempt  from  special  tax. 

(1)  *  *  • 

(i)  A  retail  dealer  in  liquors  who  con¬ 
summates  sales  of  distilled  spirits,  beer 
or  wine,  or  any  combination  thereof,  to 
a  limited  retail  dealer  at  the  place  where 
such  retail  dealer  in  liquors  has  paid  the 
special  tax  as  such  desder  for  the  ctir- 
rent  tax  year, 

(ii)  A  retail  dealer  in  beer  who  con¬ 
summates  sales  of  beer  to  a  limited 
dealer  at  the  place  where  such  retail 
dealer  in  beer  has  paid  the  special  tax  as 
such  dealer  for  the  current  tax  year,  or 

(iii)  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1340,  as 
amended,  1344,  as  amended;  Sec.  1905,  Pub. 
L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1810  (28  UJS.C.  5111,  5112, 
5113,  5123).) 


14.  Section  194.27  is  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  sale  of  distilled  spirits  by 
limited  retail  dealers,  and  to  revise  the 
statutory  citation  at  the  end  of  the  sec¬ 
tion,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  194.27  Limited  retail  dealer  :  per>oiiA 
eligible. 

Each  person  desiring  to  sell  distilled 
spirits,  beer  or  wine,  or  any  cmnbina- 
tion  thereof,  to  members,  guests,  or 
patrons  of  bona  fide  fairs,  reunions,  pic¬ 
nics,  carnivals,  or  similar  outings,  and 
any  fraternal,  civic,  church,  labor,  char¬ 
itable,  benevcdent.  or  ex-servicemen’s  or¬ 
ganization  desiring  to  sell  distilled  spir¬ 
its,  beer  or  wine,  or  any  combination 
thereof,  on  the  occasion  of  any  kind  of 
entertainment,  dance,  picnic,  bazaar,  or 
festival  held  by  it,  shall  obtain,  for  each 
calendar  month  in  which  sales  are  to  be 
made,  a  special  tax  stamp  as  a  limited  - 
retail  dealer  in  liquors.  No  person  or  or¬ 
ganization  otherwise  engaged  in  business 
as  a  dealer  shsdl  procure  such  limited 
special  tax  stamp.  Application  on  Form 
11  and  payment  of  sp>ecial  tax  at  the  rate 
specified  in  §  194.191  shaU  be  submitted 
to  the  district  director,  except  that, 
where  instructions  on  or  relating  to  Form 
11  so  Ftfovide,  Form  11  and  payment 
shall  be  filed  with  the  director  of  the 
service  center  serving  the  intemad  rev¬ 
enue  district  in  which  the  sales  are  to  be 
made,  before  any  sales  are  made.  If  re¬ 
quested  on  Form  11,  the  director  of  the 
service  center  may'  issue  the  special  tax 
stamp  imder  the  designation  of  (a)  lim¬ 
ited  retail  dealer  in  distilled  spirits,  if 
distilled  spirits  only  are  to  be  sold,  (b' 
limited  retail  dealer  in  wine,  if  wine  only 
is  to  be  sold,  or  (c)  limited  retail  dealer 
in  beer,  if  beer  only  is  to  be  sold. 

(Sec.  201.  Pub.  L.  85-859.  72  Stat.  1344,  1346; 
Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1819  (26 
U.S.C.  5122,  5142).) 

15.  Sectimi  194.101  is  amended  by 
adding  the  special  tax  rate  for  limited  re¬ 
tail  dealers  (spirits,  wines,  beer)  to  para¬ 
graph  (b)  and  by  revising  the  statutory 
citation  at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  194.101  Special  tax  rates. 

Special  (occupational)  taxes  are  im¬ 
posed  on  dealers  in  liquors  and  beer  at 
the  following  rates — 

(a)  Annual  (tax  year)  rates:  *  *  * 

(b)  Monthly  (calendar  month)  rate: 

Limited  retail  dealer  (spirits,  wines, 

beer)  _ $4.  50 

Limited  retail  dealer  (wine,  beer) _  2.  20 

(Sec.  201.  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1340,  1343; 
Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1819  (26 
U.S.C.  5111,5121).) 

16.  Section  194.121  is  revised  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  to  read  as  follows: 

§  194.121  Issuance  of  stamps. 

(a)  Issuance.  Upon  filing  a  return 
properly  executed  on  Fmrm  11,  together 
with  a  remittance  in  the  full  amount  due, 
the  taxpayer  will  be  issued  an  appropri¬ 
ately  designated  stamp.  Special  tax 
stamps  will  not  be  issued  in  the  case  of  a 
return  cov^lng  llaUlity  for  a  past 
period. 
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(b)  Multiple  locations.  If  Form  11 
with  remittance  covers  multiple  loca¬ 
tions,  the  taxpayer  will  be  issued  one 
stamp  for  each  location  listed  in  the  at¬ 
tachment  to  Form  11  required  by 
§  194.106(c)  but  showing,  as  to  name  and 
address,  only  the  name  of  the  taxpayer 
and  the  address  of  the  taxpayer’s  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  business  (or  principal  of¬ 
fice  in  the  case  of  a  corporate  taxpayer). 

(Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1820  (26 
U.S.C.  5142).) 

§§  194.128-194.130  [Revoked] 

17.  Sections  194.128-194.130  are  re¬ 
voked. 

18.  Section  194.211  is  amended  by  des¬ 
ignating  the  existing  language  as  para¬ 
graph  (a) ;  by  designating  existing  para¬ 
graphs  (a) ,  (b) ,  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e)  as  par¬ 
agraphs  (a)(1),  (a)(2),  (a)(3),  (a)(4), 
and  (a)(5),  respectively;  and  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (b),  to  read  as  follows; 

§  194.211  Unlawful  purchases  of  dis¬ 
tilled  snirits. 

(a)  General.  It  is  unlawful  for  any 
dealer  to  purchase  distilled  spirits  for  re¬ 
sale  from  any  person  other  than — 

(1)  A  dealer  who  has  paid  special  tax 
as  a  wholesale  dealer  in  liquors  at  the 
place  where  the  distilled  spirits  are  pur¬ 
chased; 

(2)  A  wholesale  dealer  whose  place  of 
business  comes  within  the  exemptions 
provided  by  §  194.151  for  changes  in  loca¬ 
tion  and  §  194.169  for  changes  in  con¬ 
trol; 

(3)  The  proprietor  of  a  distilled  spirits 
plant  who  is  exempt  from  special  tax  as 
a  dealer  at  the  place  where  the  distilled 
spirits  are  purchased; 

(4)  A  retail  liquor  store  operated  by  a 
State,  a  political  subdivision  thereof,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  which  is  not  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  special  tax  as  a  wholesale 
dealer  in  liquors  as  provided  in  §  194.31; 

(5)  A  person  not  required  to  pay  spe¬ 
cial  tax  as  a  wholesale  liquor  dealer,  as 
provided  in  §§  194.188-194.190  and  194.- 
192-194.193. 

(b)  Special  provisions  for  limited  re¬ 
tail  dealers.  A  limited  retail  dealer  may 
piu'chase  distilled  spirits  for  resale  from 
a  retail  dealer  in  liquors. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1343;  Sec. 
1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1819  (26  U.S.C. 
5117>.) 

§  194.245  [Amended] 

19.  Section  194.245  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  last  sentence. 


PART  197— DRAWBACK  ON  DISTILLED 

SPIRITS  USED  IN  MANUFACTURING 

NONBEVERAGE  PRODUCTS 

20.  Section  197.8  is  amended  to  revise 
the  definition  of  “Director”,  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  197.8  Director. 

The  Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  To¬ 
bacco  and  Firearms,  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury,  Washington,  D.C.- 

21.  Section  197.9  is  amended  to  revise 
the  definition  of  “distilled  spirits”,  to 
read  as  follows; 
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§  197.9  Distilled  spirits. 

Distilled  spirits  shall  mean  that  sub¬ 
stance  known  as  ethyl  alcohol,  ethanol, 
spirits,  or  spirits  of  wine,  including  all 
dilutions  and  mixtures  thereof,  from 
whatever  source  or  by  whatever  process 
produced,  including  alcohol,  whisky, 
brandy,  mm,  gin,  and  vodka,  all  of  which 
are  fully  taxpaid  or  tax-determined  at 
the  distilled  spirits  rate. 

22.  Section  197.109  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (d)  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  197.109  Information  to  be  shown  by 
the  claim. 

The  claim  must  set  forth  the  follow¬ 
ing; 

(a)  *  *  * 

(b)  That  the  distilled  spirits  on  which 
drawback  is  claimed  are  fully  taxpaid 
or  tax-determined  at  the  distilled  spirits 
rate. 

♦  *  «  «  « 

(d)  That  the  nonbeverage  products 
were  manufactured  in  compliance  with 
(1)  quantitative  formulas  filed  with  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms,  on  Form  1678  prior  to  or  at 
the  time  of  manufacture,  or  (2)  formulas 
prescribed  by  the  United  States  Phar¬ 
macopoeia,  the  National  Formulary^  or 
the  Homeopathic  Pharmacopoeia  of  the 
United  States. 

«  *  «  *  * 

23.  Section  197.130b  is  amended  in  its 
entirety,  to  read  as  follows; 

§  197.130b  Evidence  of  tax  payment  of 
distilled  spirits. 

(a)  Domestic  spirits.  (1)  Forms  179 
shall  be  secured  from  the  distilled  spirits 
plant  proprietor  and  retained  by  the 
manufacturer  as  evidence'  of  tax  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  spirits  to  support  informa¬ 
tion  required  to  be  furnished  in  sup¬ 
porting  data  filed  with  a  claim. 

(2)  Where  shipments  are  made  from  a 
taxpaid  room  operated  in  connection 
with  a  distilled  spirits  plant,  the  vendor’s 
commercial  invoice  may  be  utilized  in 
lieu  of  Form  179  if  the  invoice  bears  a 
certification  as  to  tax  payment  by  the 
person  who  paid  the  tax,  and  includes  the 
following  information; 

(i)  The  name  and  address  of  vendor; 

(ii)  'Hie  registry  number  of  the  di¬ 
stilled  spirits  plant  frpm  which  the  spirits 
were  withdrawn  on  determination  of  tax; 

(iii)  The  release  number  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  Form  179; 

(iv)  'The  name  of  the  producer, 
blender,  or  warehouseman  of  the  spirits; 

(V)  ’The  serial  number  of  the  container. 

(vi)  The  serial  number  and  date  of  the 
distilled  spirits  stamp;  and 

(vii)  ’lire  kind  of  spirits,  proof,  and 
proof  gallons  in  the  container. 

(b)  Imported  spirits.  Evidence  of  tax 
payment  of  imported  distilled  spirits 
(such  as  (Txistoms  Foi-ms  7501  and  7505 
receipted  to  indicate  payment  of  tax) 
shall  be  secured  from  the  importer  and 
retained  by  the  manufacturer  as  evidence 
of  tax  payment  to  support  information 
required  to  be  furnished  in  suw>orting 
data  filed  with  a  claim. 


PART  201 — DISTILLED  SPIRITS  PLANTS 

24.  Section  201.11  is  amended,  in  al¬ 
phabetical  order  to  revise  the  definition 
of  “Assistant  regional  commissioner”; 
add  the  definition  of  “Delegate”;  revise 
toe  definition  of  “Regional  director”; 
add  toe  definition  of  “Regional  regula¬ 
tory  administrator”,  and  revise  toe  defi¬ 
nition  of  “Secretary”,  to  read  as  follows; 

§  201.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

*•,**» 

Assistant  regional  commissioner. 
Wherever  used  in  this  part  shall  mean  a 
regional  r^:ulatory  administrator  as 
defined  in  this  section. 

*  ♦  »  *  * 

Delegate.  Any  oflScer,  employee,  or 
agency  of  toe  Department  of  the  ’Treas¬ 
ury  authorized  by  toe  Secretary  of  toe 
’Treasury  directly,  or  indirectly  by  one  or 
more  redel^ations  of  authority,  to  per¬ 
form  the  fimction  mentioned  or  described 
in  the  context. 

***** 

Regional  director.  Whenever  used  in 
this  part  shall  mean  a  regional  regula¬ 
tory  administrator  as  defined  in  this 
section. 

Regional  regulatory  administrator.  The 
principal  regional  official  responsible  for 
administering  regulations  in  this  part. 
***** 

Secretary.  ’The  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  on  his  delegate., 

***** 

25.  Section  201.29  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  first  sentence,  paragraphs  (k), 
(p),  (s),  (t),  and  (v),  and  toe  statutory 
citation  at  toe  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  201.29  Exemption  from  rectification 
tax. 

The  rectification  tax  imposed  by  26 
U.S.C.  5021  does  not  apply  in  the  case 
of— 

(a)  •  •  * 

♦  «  '  4t  «  * 

(k)  Cordials  or  liqueurs,  on  which  a 
tax  is  imposed  by  26  U.S.C.  5022; 
***** 

(p)  Heterogeneous  spirits  mingled,  as 
provided  in  Subpart  J  of  this  part,  in 
bulk  gauging  tanks  on  bonded  premises 
for  immediate  removal  to  bottling  prem¬ 
ises  exclusively  for  use  in  taxable  rectifi¬ 
cation;  in  blends  of  straight  whiskies, 
fruit  brandies,  or  rums,  differing  as  to 
type,  under  26  U.S.C.  5025(f);  or  for 
other  mingling  or  treatment  under  26 
U.S.C.  5025 (k) ; 

*  •  *  «  ♦ 

(s)  Spirits  mingled  on  bonded  prem¬ 
ises  for  immediate  redistillation,  imme¬ 
diate  denaturation,  or  immediate  re¬ 
moval  from  such  premises  free  of  tax 
under  26  U.S.C.  5214(a)  (1),  (2),  or  (3), 
or  26  U.S.C.  7510; 

(t)  Spirits  mingled  on  bonded  prem¬ 
ises  for  further  storage  in  bond,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  26  U.S.C.  5234(a)  (2),  and  Sub¬ 
part  J  of  this  part; 

*  *  #  •  • 
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(V)  Spirits  from  which  only  extrane¬ 
ous  insoluble  materials  have  been  re¬ 
moved,  or  in  which  only  minor  changes 
in  the  soluble  color  or  soluble  solids  have 
been  made,  as  provided  in  Subparts  J. 

K  and  N  (rf  this  part: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Aug.  16,  1954,  ch.  736,  68A  Stat.  600;  sec. 
201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1328,  1338,  1356, 
1362,  1365,  1367,  1381;  sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  64- 
455,  90  Stat.  1818  (26  n.S.C.  7510,  5021,  5022, 
5023,  5025,  5082,  5201,  5214,  5223,  5234, 
5363) .) 

26.  Section  201.301  is  revised  by 
amending  the  heading,  by  amending  the 
period  during  which  spirits  may  be  con¬ 
solidated,  and  by  revising  the  statutory 
citation  at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  201.301  Mingling  to  consolidate  pack* 
ages  under  26  U.S.C.  5234(a)(2). 

Within  20  years  of  the  date  of  original 
entry  for  deposit  packages  of  spirits  of 
the  same  kind,  distilled  by  the  same  pro¬ 
prietor  (under  his  own  or  any  trade 
name) ,  at  the  same  distillery,  and  which 
have  been  stored  in  internal  revenue 
bond  in  the  same  kind  of  cooperage  for 
not  less  than  4  years  (or  2  years  in  the 
case  of  rum  or  brandy)  may  be  dumped 
and  mingled  in  a  tank  in  the  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  on  bonded  premises.  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1328.  as 
amended.  1367,  as  amended;  Sec.  1905,  Pub. 
L.  94-455,  90  Stat.  1820  (26  U.S.C.  5025, 
5234).) 

27.  A  new  center  heading  and  a  new 
S  201.314  are  added  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  S  201.313,  to  read  as  follows: 

Exportation  of  Spirits 
§  201.314  Filtering  and  stabilizing. 

Spirits  withdrawn  for  exportation  may 
be  treated  as  provided  in  §  201.324. 

28.  Section  201.482  is  amended  to 
make  conforming  changes  and  to  up¬ 
date  the  statutory  citation  at  the  end  of 
the  section.  As  amended,  §  201.482  reads 
as  follows: 

§  201.482  Allowable  losses. 

Where  spirits  withdrawn  from  inter¬ 
nal  revenue  or  customs  bond  on  pay¬ 
ment  or  determination  of  tax  for  rectifi¬ 
cation  or  bottling  are  lost,  the  tax  im¬ 
posed  on  such  spirits  under  26  U.S.C. 
5001  or  7652,  may  be  abated,  remitted, 
or,  without  interest,  refunded  or  credited 
to  the  proprietor  who  so  withdrew  the 
spirits  for  removal  to  his  bottling  prem¬ 
ises.  if  it  is  established  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  regional  regulatory  administrator 
that: 

(a)  •  •  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

Paragraphs  (a)(2).  (a)(3),  and  (b)  of 
this  section  shall  apply  to  spirits  re¬ 
turned  to  the  bottling  premises  to  which 
withdrawn  from  bond  as  provided  in 
S  201.495.  Abatement,  remission,  credit, 
or  refund  of  tax  shall  not  be  made  with 
respect  to  the  losses  described  in  this 
section  to  the  extent  that  the  claimant 
is  indemnified  or  recompensed  for  the 


tax,  and  in  the  case  of  the  losses  de¬ 
scribed  under  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  abatement,  remission,  credit,  or  re¬ 
fund  shall  not  he  made  in  excess  of  the 
limitations  set  forth  in  this  subpart.  No 
allowance  is  made  in  26  U.S.C.  5008(c), 
in  respect  to  loss  of  spirits  by  theft. 
Spirits  lost  by  theft  in  transit  to,  or  while 
on,  bottling  premises  shall  be  reflected 
as  losses  by  theft  in  the  records  and  re¬ 
ports  prepared  by  the  propriety  but 
shall  be  excluded  from  the  quantities  for 
which  claims  are  filed  pursuant  to  26 
U.S.C.  5008(c).  Spirits  used  up  in  bona 
fide  analysis  and  testing  on  bottling 
premises  shall  be  considered  as  lost  by 
reason  of,  and  incident  to.  authorized 
operations  within  the  meaning  of  this 
section.  Spirits  removed  as  samples  from 
the  bottling  premises  before  completion 
of  bottling  and  casing  or  other  packag¬ 
ing  of  such  spirits  for  removal  from  the 
bottling  premises  shall  be  reflected  as 
proprietor  samples  or  CJovemment  sam¬ 
ples  in  the  records  and  reports  prepared 
by  the  proprietor,  and  shall  be  excluded 
from  the  quantities  for  which  claims  are 
filed  pursuant  to  26  U.S.C.  5008(c). 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1323,  as 
amended:  Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat. 
1818  (26  U.S.C.  5008).) 

29.  Section  201.491  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  sentence  to  paragraph  (a), 
referring  to  claims  for  losses  of  Puerto 
Rican  and/or  Virgin  Islands  spirits,  and 
by  updating  the  statutory  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section.  As  amended^  §  201.491 
reads  as  follows; 

§  201.491  Claims  and  supporting  data. 

(a)  Any  person  filing  a  claim  under 
§  201.45(d)  shall  file  with  the  claim,  as 
supporting  data.  Form  2611  to  show 
computation  of  the  losses  described  in 
$§  201.485  and  201.487,  as  applicable. 
Page  2  of  Form  2611  shall  also  be  re¬ 
quired  when  the  proprietor  is  computing 
the  allowable  loss  under  both  the  gen¬ 
eral  loss  allow'ance  schedule,  (§  201.485a 
(b)(1)),  and  the  loss  allowance  schedule 
for  cordials,  liqueurs,  cocktails,  mixed 
drinks,  and  specialities  (§  201.45a(b) 
(21 ) .  Proprietors  shall  prepare  Page  3  of 
Form  2611  to  support  claims  which  in¬ 
clude  losses  of  Puerto  Rican  and/or 
Virgin  Islands  spirits. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1323,  as 
amended;  Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat. 
1818,  (26  U.S.C.  5008).) 

30.  Section  201.561  is  amended  by 
making  conforming  changes  in  para¬ 
graph  (b) .  and  by  updating  the  statutory 
citation  at  the  end  of  the  section.  As 
amended.  §  201.561  reads  as  follows: 

§  201.561  General. 

The  tax  liability  on  distilled  spirits  (in¬ 
cluding  denatured  spirits)  terminates,  or 
if  the  tax  has  been  paid  it  may  be  re¬ 
funded  or  credited,  when  such  spirits  are 
voluntarily  destroyed  in  accordance  with 
this  subpart — 

(a)  *  *  • 

(b)  By  the  proprietor  who  withdrew 
the  spirits  on  payment  or  determination 
of  tax  for  rectification  or  bottling,  if  the 


spirits  are  destroyed  after  they  were 
withdrawn  from  bond  and  before  they 
were  removed  from,  or  after  return  to, 
the  bottling  premises  of  such  proprietor. 
A  corporation  and  any  of  its  affiliated  or 
subsidiary  corporations  who  conduct 
successive  operations  at  the  same  bot¬ 
tling  premises  may  qualify,  as  provided 
in  §  201.490,  to  be  treated  as  one  proprie¬ 
tor  for  the  purposes  of  this  subpart.  This 
paragraph  applies  to  the  distilled  spirits 
tax  imposed  under  26  U.S.C.  5001  and 
7652,  and.  as  applicable,  the  rectification 
tax  imposed  under  26  U.S.C.  5021,  5022 
and  5023.  This  paragraph  applies  only 
in  respect  of  such  taxes  on  the  quantity 
actually  destroyed. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Staf.  1323,  as 
amended;  Sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat. 
1818,  (26  U.S.C.  5008) .) 


PART  211— DISTRIBUTION  AND  USE  OF 
DENATURED  ALCOHOL  AND  RUM 

31.  Section  211.11  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  definition  of  “Delegate”  and 
changing  the  definition  of  “Secretary”  to 
read  as  follows : 

§  211.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Delegate.  Any  officer,  employee,  or 
agency  of  the  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  directly,  or  indirectly  by  one 
or  more  redelegations  of  authority,  to 
perform  the  function  mentioned  or  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  context. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Secretary.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  or  his  delegate. 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  213— DISTRIBUTION  AND  USE  OF 
TAX-FREE  ALCOHOL 

32.  Section  213.11  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  definition  of  “Delegate”  and 
changing  the  definition  of  “Secretary” 
to  read  as  follows: 

§213.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  ^  •  •  • 

Delegate.  Any  officer,  employee,  or 
agency  of  the  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  directly,  or  indirectly  by  one  or 
more  redelegations  of  authority,  to  per¬ 
form  the  fimction  mentioned  or  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  context. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Secretary.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  or  his  delegate. 

•  •  •  •  • 


PART  240— WINE 

33.  Section  240.236  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  term  “Territory”,  wherever  it 
appears,  by  making  editorial  changes, 
and  by  updating  the  statutory  citation 
at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  240.236  Disapproval. 

Bonds  submitted  on  Form  700  or  Form 
2053,  or  consents  of  surety  relative  to 
such  bonds,  may  be  disapproved  if  the 
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individual,  firm,  partnership,  corpora¬ 
tion,  or  association  giving  the  bond,  or 
owning,  controlling,  or  actively  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  management  of  the  bonded 
wine  cellar  of  the  individual,  firm,  part¬ 
nership,  corporation,  or  association  giv¬ 
ing  the  bond,  has  been  previously  con¬ 
victed  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  (a)  any  fraudulent  noncompli¬ 
ance  with  any  provision  of  any  law  of  the 
United  States,  if  such  provision  relates 
to  internal  revenue  or  customs  taxation 
of  distilled  spirits,  wine,  or  beer,  or  if 
such  offense  has  been  compromised  with 
the  individual,  firm,  partnership,  corpo¬ 
ration,  or  association,  upon  payment  of 
penalties  or  otherwise,  or  (b)  any  felony 
under  the  law  of  any  State,  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  or  the  United  States, 
prohibiting  the  manufacture,  sale,  im¬ 
portation  or  transportation  of  distilled 
spirits,  wine,  beer,  or  other  intoxicating 
liquor. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1394;  sec. 
1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  72  Stat.  1823  (26  U.S.C. 
5551).) 

34.  Section  240.720  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  phrase  “and  Territories”,  and 
by  updating  the  statutory  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  240.720  General. 

Wine  may  be  removed  from  bonded 
wine  cellars  free  of  tax  for  use  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  or  any 
agency  thereof  upon  receipt  of  proper 
governmental  order  signed  by  the  officer 
in  charge  of  the  department,  institution, 
station,  or  similar  establishment,  to 
which  the  wine  is  to  be  shipped,  or  other 
officer  authorized  to  sign  such  order. 
Wine  may  also  be  removed  for  use  by  the 
governments  of  the  several  states  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  of  any  sub¬ 
division  thereof  or  by  any  agency  of  such 
governments,  free  of  tax,  from  bonded 
wine  cellars  for  analysis,  testing,  re¬ 
search  or  experimentation,  as  provided 
in  §§  240.723  to  240.726. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1380,  as 
amended;  sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat. 
1823  (26  U.S.C.  5362).) 

35.  Section  240.723  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  term  “Territories”,  and  by 
updating  the  statutory  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  240.723  Application. 

Where  it  is  desired  to  obtain  wine  for 
use  of  States,  or  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  or  of  any  subdivision  thereof  or  by 
any  agency  of  the  governments,  letter 
application,  in  triplicate,  shall  be  filed 
with  the.  regional  director  of  the  region 
in  which  the  bonded  wine  cellar  is  locat¬ 
ed.  by  the  governmental  agency,  listing 
the  name,  address,  and  registry  number 
of  the  wine  cellar;  the  kind,  quantity  and 
alcohol  content  of  the  wine  desired;  and 
the  purpose  for  which  the  wine  is  to  be 
used. 

(Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1380,  as 
amended;  sec.  1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  90  Stat. 
1823  (26  U.8.C.  6362).) 


PART  245— BEER 

36.  Section  245.5  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  definition  of  “Delegate”  and 
changing  the  definition  of  "Secretary” 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  245.5  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Delegate.  Any  officer,  employee,  or 
agency  of  the  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  directly,  or  indirectly  by  one 
or  more  redelegations  of  authority,  to 
perform  the  function  mentioned  or  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  context. 

•  0  •  «  « 

Secretary.  “Secretary”  shall  mean  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  his  dele¬ 
gate. 

•  *  •  «  • 

37.  Section  245.56  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  term  “Territory”,  in  paragraph 

(b),  and  by  updating  the  statutory  cita¬ 
tion  at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  245.56  Disapproval  of  bonds  or  con¬ 
sents  of  surety. 

•  *  *  #  • 

(b)  Any  felony  under  a  law  of  any 
State,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the 
United  States,  prohibiting  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  sale,  importation,  or  transportation 
of  distill^  spirits,  w’ine,  beer,  or  other 
intoxicating  liquor. 

(Sec.  201.  Pub.  L.  85-859,  72  Stat.  1394;  sec. 
1905,  Pub.  L.  94-455,  72  Stat.  1823  (26  U.S.C. 
5551).) 


PART  252— EXPORTATION  OF  LIQUORS 

38.  Section  252.11  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  definition  of  “Delegate”  and 
changing  the  definition  of  “Secretary” 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  252.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

«  •  •  •  • 

Delegate.  Any  officer,  employee,  or 
agency  of  the  Department  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  directly,  or  indirectly  by  one 
or  more  redelegations  of  authority,  to 
perform  the  function  mentioned  or 
described  in  the  context. 

•  *  *  •  • 

Secretary.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  or  his  delegate. 

•  •  #  •  « 


PART  296— MISCELLANEOUS  REGULA¬ 
TIONS  RELATING  TO  CIGARS,  CIGA¬ 
RETTES,  AND  CIGARETTE  PAPERS  AND 
TUBES 

39.  Section  296.2  is  amended  in  alpha- 
betical  order,  to  revise  the  definition  of 
“Assistant  regional  commissioner”  and 
add  the  definition  of  “Regional  regula¬ 
tory  administrator”,  to  read  as  follows: 
§  296.2  Meaning  of  terms. 


Assistant  regional  commissioner.  A 
regional  regulatory  administrator,  as 
defined  in  this  section. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Regional  regulatory  administrator. 
The  principal  regional  official  respon¬ 
sible  for  administering  regulations  in  this 
subpart. 

*  *  •  •  * 

40.  Section  296.3  is  amended  to  remove 
obsolete  provisions  by  deleting  paragraph 

(c),  by  redesignating  paragraph  (d)  as 
paragraph  (c),  and  by  deleting  the  last 
paragraph.  As  amended.  §  296.3  reads  as 
follows: 

§  296.3  Applicability  to  certain  credits 
or  refunds.  ^ 

*  •  •  •  • 

(a)  *  *  • 

(b)  Any  claim  made  in  accordance 
with  any  law  expressly  providing  for 
credit  or  refund  where  an  article  is  with¬ 
drawn  from  the  market,  returned  to 
bgnd,  lost,  or  destroyed,  and 

(c)  Any  claim  based  solely  on  errors 
in  computation  of  the  quantity  of  an 
article  subject  to  tax  or  on  mathematical 
errors  in  computation  of  the  amount  of 
the  tax  due,  or  to  any  claim  in  respect  of 
tax  collected  or  paid  on  an  article  seized 
and  forfeited,  or  destroyed,  as  contra¬ 
band. 

41.  Section  296.8  is  amended  to  remove 
obsolete  provisions  by  deleting  paragraph 
«b),  and  by  redesignating  paragraphs 

(c),  (d),  (e),  (f),  and  (g)  as  paragraphs 
(b),  (c),  (d),  (e),  and  (f),  respectively. 
As  amended,  §  296.8  reads  as  follows: 

§  296.8  Data  to  be  shown  in  claim. 

Claims  to  which  this  subpart  is  appli¬ 
cable,  in  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
§  296.7,  must  set  forth  or  contain  the 
following: 

(a)  A  statement  that  the  claimant  paid 
the  amount  claimed  as  a  "tax”  as  defined 
in  this  subpart. 

(b)  Pull  identification  (by  specific  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  form  number,  the  date  of 
filing,  the  place  of  filing,  and  the  amount 
paid  on  the  basis  of  the  particular  form 
or  return)  of  the  tax  forms  or  returns 
covering  the  payments  for  which  refund 
or  credit  is  claimed. 

(c)  The  written  consent  of  the  owner 
to  allow  the  refund  or  credit  to  the 
claimant  (where  the  owner  of  the  article 
on  which  the  tax  was  paid  has  furnished 
the  claimant  the  amount  claimed  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  the  tax) . 

(d)  If  the  claimant  or  the  owner,  as 
the  case  may  be,  has  neither  sold  nor 
contracted  to  sell  the  articles  involved  in 
the  claim,  a  statement  that  the  claimant 
or  the  owner,  as  the  case  may  be,  agrees 
not  to  shift,  directly  or  indirectly  in  any 
manner  whatsoever,  the  burden  of  the 
tax  to  any  other  person. 

(e)  If  the  claim  is  for  refund  of  a  floor 
stocks  tax,  or  of  an  amount  resulting 
from  an  increase  in  rate  of  tax  applicable 
to  an  article,  a  statement  as  to  whether 
the  price  of  the  article  was  increased  on 
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or  following  the  effective  date  of  such 
floor  stocks  tax  or  rate  increase,  and,  if 
so,  the  date  of  the  increase,  together  with 
full  information  as  to  the  amount  of  such 
price  increase. 

(f )  Specific  evidence  (such  as  relevant 
records,  invoices,  or  other  documents,  or 
affidavits  of  individuals  having  personal 
knowledge  of  pertinent  facts)  which  will 
satisfactorily  establish  the  conditions  of 
allowance  set  forth  in  §  296.5. 

The  regional  regulatory  administrator 
may  require  the  claimant  to  furnish  as  a 
part  of  the  claim  such  additional  infor¬ 
mation  as  he  may  deem  necessary. 

42.  Section  296.9  is  amended  to  remove 
obsolete  provisions  in  paragraph  (a) ,  and 
by  deleting  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c),  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  296.9  Time  for  fifing  claim. 

No  credit  or  refund  of  any  amount  of 
tax  to  which  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part  apply  shall  be  made  unless  the 
claimant  files  a  claim  therefor  within  the 
time  prescribed  by  law  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  subpart. 

Because  this  Treasury  decision  is  liber¬ 
alizing  in  nature,  deletes  obsolete  provi¬ 
sions,  and  corrects  technical  errors,  it 
Is  unnecessary  to  issue  this  Treasury  de¬ 
cision  with  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  imder  5  U.S.C.  553(b),  or  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  effective  date  limitation  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(d). 

Effective  date:  Accordingly  this  Treas¬ 
ury  decision  shall  become  effective  on 
February  1,  1977,  the  date  when  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  94-455  take 
effect. 

Signed:  January  26, 1977. 

Rex  D.  Davis, 
Director. 

Approved:  February  3, 1977. 

John  H.  Harper, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.77-4322  FUed  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


Title  30 — Mineral  Resources 

CHAPTER  I— MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND 
SAFETY  ADMINISTAKtION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  D— ELECTRICAL  EQUIPMENT, 
LAMPS.  METHANE  DETECTORS;  TESTS  FOR 
PERMISSIBILITY;  FEES 

PART  18— ELECTRIC  MOTOR-DRIVEN 
MINE  EQUIPMENT  AND  ACCESSORIES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  no¬ 
tice  is  to  announce  several  minor 
changes  in  30  (TFR  Part  18  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior’s  regulations 
pertaining  to  electrical  equipment  for 
use  in  mines.  • 

The  changes  Involve  miscellaneous 
amendments  related  to  matters  of  in¬ 
ternal  organization  of  the  Department 
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of  the  Interior,  as  well  as  the  correc¬ 
tion  of  errors.  The  items  below,  num¬ 
bered  1,  3,  and  4  correct  typographical 
errors.  Items  niunbered  2,  7  and  8  re¬ 
flect  changes  in  nomenclature  from 
“Bureau  of  Mines”  to  “MESA”  follow¬ 
ing  Secretarial  Order  No.  2953  (May  7, 

1973) .  Items  numbered  5  and  6  correct 
errors  in  abbreviation,  whereby  “B.  of 
M.”  is  an  abbreviation  for  “Bill  of  Ma¬ 
terials”,  not  “Bureau  of  Mines”  and 
therefore  should  not  have  been  replaced 
by  the  word  “MESA”  when  nomencla¬ 
ture  changes  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  39  FR  23999  (June  28, 

1974) . 

Since  these  changes  are  not  substan¬ 
tive  in  nature,  proposed  rulemaking  and 
opportunity  for  public  comment  are 
unnecessary. 

Accordingly.  30  CFR  Part  18  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  heading  of  §  18.95  in  the  table 
of  sections  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
word  “Scheduled”  and  substituting 
therefor  the  word  “Schedule”. 

2.  Section  18.82(g)(1)  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  words  “Seal  of  the  Bureau 
of  Mines”  and  substituting  therefor  the 
words  “Emblem  of  the  Mining  Enforce¬ 
ment  and  Safety  Administration”. 

3.  Table  7  in  Appendix  I  of  Subpart  D, 
is  amended  by  deleting  the  numbers  im¬ 
mediately  below  the  column  heading 
“Conductor  size — AWG  or  MCM”  and 
substituting  therefor  the  numbers  6.  4, 
3.  2.  1,  1/0,  2/0,  3/0,  4/0,  250,  300,  350. 

4.  Table  8  in  Appendix  I  of  Subpart  D, 
is  amended  by  deleting  the  word  “or”  in 
footnote  number  1.  and  substituting 
therefor  the  word  “for”. 

5.  Figure  2  in  Appendix  n  of  Subpart 

Df  is  amended  by  deleting  the  words 
“MESA  No - ”  and  substituting  there¬ 
for  the  words  “B.  of  M.  No. _ ”. 

6.  Figure  4  in  Appendix  n  of  Subpart 
D.  is  amended  by  deleting  the  words 

“MESA  No. _ ”  under  the  heading 

“Portable  Cable”  and  substituting  there¬ 
for  the  words  “B.  of  M.  No. _ ”. 

7.  Section  18.97(b)  (4)  (iil)  is  amended 
by  deleting  the  words  “Bureau  of  Mines” 
and  substituting  therefor  the  word 
“MESA”. 

8.  Section  18.99  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  words  “Bureau  of  Mines”  and 
substituting  therefor  the  word  “MESA”. 

Note. — The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not  con¬ 
tain  a  major  proposal  requiring  preparation 
of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Effective  date:  These  regulations  are 
effective  on  February  10,  1977. 

(Sec.  508.  Pub.  L.  91-173,  83  Stat.  803;  (30 
UB.C.  957) ) 

Dated:  February  3,  1977. 

William  D.  Bettenberg, 

Acting  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[Fit  Doc.77-4312  Filed  2-8-77;8:45  am] 
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Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

ICGD  76-138] 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Black  River,  Michigan 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Military  Street,  Seventh 
Street  and  Tenth  Street  drawbridges 
across  the  Black  River,  Port  Huron, 
Michigan,  to  provide  more  restrictive 
opening  periods.  This  amendment  was 
circulated  as  a  public  notice  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  1„  1976,  by  the  Commander,  Ninth 
Coast  Guard  District,  and  was  published 
in  the  F’ederal  Register  as  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  (CGD  76-138)  on 
August  23.  1976  (41  PR  35536).  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received. 

Accordingly.  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by: 

§117.641  [Amended] 

1.  Revoking  §  117.641(f)(5). 

2.  Adding  a  new  §  117.702  immediately 
before  §  117.703  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.702  Black  River.  Port  Huron, 
Michigan;  bridges. 

(a)  The  draws  of  the  Military  Street, 
and  Seventh  Street  bridges  shall  open  as 
follows: 

(1)  Prom  Mav  1  through  October  31 — 

(i)  From  Mondav  through  Saturday,  ex¬ 
cept  holidays,  from  9  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m., 
the  draw  need  open  only  on  the  hour  and 
half-hour:  and 

(ii)  From  5:30  p.m.  to  9  a.m.,  and  on 
Sundays  and  holidays,  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal. 

(2)  During  the  months  of  April  and 
November — (i)  From  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m..  the 
draws  shall  open  on  signal;  and 

(ii)  Prom  4  p.m.  to  8  a.m.,  the  draws 
shall  open  on  signal  if  at  least  three 
hours  notice  is  given. 

(3)  From  December  1,  through  March 
31.  the  draws  shall  open  on  signal  if  at 
least  twenty-four  hours  notice  is  given. 

(b)  The  draw  of  the  Tenth  Street 
bridge  shall  open  as  follows: 

(1)  From  May  1  through  October  31 — 
(i)  From  8  a.m.  to  11  p.m..  the  draw  shall 
open  on  signal;  and 

(ii)  From  11  p.m.  to  8  ajn..  the  draw 
shall  open  on  si^al  if  at  least  one  hour 
notice  is  given.  • 

(2)  During  the  months  of  April  and 
November,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal 
if  at  least  three  hours  notice  is  given. 

(3)  From  December  1  through  March 
31,  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal  if  at 
least  twenty-four  hours  notice  is  given. 

(c)  Signals.  (1)  The  opening  signal 
from  the  vessel  for  each  of  these  bridges 
is  one  long  blast  followed  by  one  short 
blast  of  a  whistle,  horn,  siren,  or  by 
shouting. 

(2)  The  acknowledging  signal  from 
the  drawbridge  is — (i)  One  long  blast 
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followed  by  one  short  blast  when  the 
draw  will  open  promptly ;  and 

(ii)  POUT  short  blasts  when  the  draw 
will  not  open  promptly,  or  is  open  and 
must  be  closed. 

(d)  The  owners  of  or  agencies  con¬ 
trolling  each  bridge  shall  provide  the 
necessary  draw  tenders  and  the  proper 
mechanical  appliances  for  the  safe, 
prompt  opening  of  the  draw  for  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  vessels. 

(e)  Advance  notice  for  the  opening  of 
the  draws  may  be  given  to  the  dispatcher 
of  the  City  of  Port  Huron  Police  Depart¬ 
ment. 

(f )  Public  vessels  of  the  United  States, 
state  or  local  government  vessels  used  for 
public  safety,  and  vessels  in  distress, 
shall  be  passed  through  the  draws  of 
these  bridges  as  soon  as  possible  at  any 
time. 

(g)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
each  bridge  shall  keep  a  copy  of  the 
regulations  in  this  section,  together  with 
a  notice  stating  exactly  how  the  dis¬ 
patcher  may  be  reached,  conspicuously 
posted  both  upstream  and  downstream, 
either  on  the  bridge  or  elsewhere  in  such 
a  manner  that  it  can  easily  be  read  from 
an  approaching  vessel  at  all  times. 

(Sec.  5, 28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)(2), 
80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C.  1655 
(g)(2):  49  CFB  1.46(C)(5),  33  CFR  1.05-1 
(C)(4)). 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  March  14,  1977. 

The  Coast  Guard  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an  In¬ 
flation  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  February  4,  1977. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

(FR  Doc.77-4246  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am) 


fCGD  76-160) 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION 
REGULATIONS 

Cheboygan  River,  Michigan 

This  amendment  changes  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  U.S.  23  drawbridge  across 
the  Cheboygan  River,  mile  0.92,  to  re¬ 
quire  that  the  draw  only  open  from  May 
16  through  September  15,  from  three 
minutes  before  to  three  minutes  after 
the  quarter  hour  and  three-quarters 
hour  from  7:18  a.m.  to  6:12  p.m.,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday,  and  from  11:18  am. 
to  5:12  p.m.  on  Saturday.  From  Decem¬ 
ber  15  through  March  15,  the  draw  will 
open  after  24  hours  notice.  At  all  other 
times  the  draw  shall  open  on  signal.  This 
amendment  was  circulated  as  a  public 
notice  dated  November  17,  1976  by  the 
Commander,  Ninth  Coast  Guard  Dis¬ 
trict,  and  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  (CGD  76-160)  on  October  28, 
1976  (41  FR  47264) .  N6  comments  were 
received. 

Accordingly,  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 


amended  by  adding  a  new  §  117.696  im¬ 
mediately  after  $  117.695  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  117.696  Cheboygan  River,  Cheboygan, 
Mich.,  U.S.  23  bridge. 

(a)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal  ex¬ 
cept  that:  (1)  From  May  16  through 
September  15,  Monday  through  Friday, 
from  7:18  a.m.  to  6:12  p.m.,  and  from 
11:18  a.m.  to  5:12  p.m.,  on  Saturday,  the 
draw  need  open  only  from  three  minutes 
before  to  three  minutes  after  the  quarter 
hour  and  the  three-quarters  hour. 

(2)  From  December  15  through  March 
15,  the  draw  need  open  only  if  at  least 
24  hours  notice -is  given  to  the  City  of 
Cheboygan  Police  Department. 

(b)  The  draw  shall  open  on  signal  at 
any  time  for  public  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  state  or  local  government  vessels 
engaged  in  public  safety  or  law  enforce¬ 
ment  activities,  commercial  vessels,  or 
vessels  in  distress.  The  opening  signal 
from  these  vessels  is  four  blasts  of  a 
whistle  or  horn,  or  by  shouting. 

(c)  The  opening  signal  from  all  other 
vessels  is  one  long  blast  followed  by  one 
short  blast. 

(d)  The  acknowledging  signal  is: 

(1)  When  the  draw  shall  open 
promptly,  one  long  blast  followed  by  one 
short  blast. 

(2)  When  the  draw  cannot  open  or  is 
open  and  must  be  closed,  four  short 
blasts. 

(e)  The  owner  of  or  agency  control¬ 
ling  this  bridge  shall  keep  a  copy  of  the 
regulations  in  this  section  together  with 
information  stating  how  notice  is  to  be 
given  to  the  authorized  representative  of 
the  bridge  owner  posted  both  upstream 
and  downstream,  either  on  the  bridge  or 
elsewhere  in  such  manner  that  it  can 
easily  be  read  from  an  approaching  ves¬ 
sel  at  all  times. 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5),  33  CFR 
1.05-1(C)(4).) 

Effective  date.  This  revision  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  March  14,  1977. 

The  Coast  Guard  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an  In¬ 
flation  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

A.  F.  Fdgaro, 

Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

|FR  Doc.77-4247  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

Title  39 — Postal  Service 

CHAPTER  III— POSTAL  RATE 
COMMISSION 

I  Docket  No.  RM76-5:  Order  151) 

PART  3001— RULES  OF  PRACTICE 

Filing  of  Periodic  Reports  by  United  States 

Postal  Service;  Clarifying  Order 

February  4, 1977. 

On  December  7. 1976  the  United  States 

Postal  Service  (Postal  Service)  filed  a 

document  entitled  “Postal  Service  Re¬ 


sponse  to  Order  No.  141.”  In  this  re¬ 
sponse  to  Order  No.  141,  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  implicitly  seeks  Commission  recon¬ 
sideration  of  those  portions  of  Order  No. 
141  which  dealt  with  filing  deadlines  for 
six  periodic  reports  and  the  prescribed 
contents  of  two  other  reports,  speciflcally 
the  Regional  Curating  Plans  Summary 
and  the  Investment  Income  Report.  In¬ 
asmuch  as  the  issues  addressed  in  the 
Postal  Service  response  do  not  involve 
matters  of  substance — as  we  explain 
infra — but  instead  involve  further  elab¬ 
oration  on  certain  requirements  of  Or¬ 
der  No.  141,  we  are  issuing  this  Order  of 
Clarification.* 

In  its  pleading  the  Postal  Service  as¬ 
serts  that  compliance  with  the  deadlines 
established  by  Order  No.  141  for  the  filing 
of  the  Revenue  and  Cost  Analysis  Re¬ 
port;  Statement  of  Revenue  and  Ex¬ 
pense:  Civil  Service  Retirement  Fund 
Deficit  Report:  Workmen’s  Compensa¬ 
tion  Report;  Revenue,  Pieces  and  Weight 
by  Classes  of  Mail  and  Special  Services 
Report;  and  the  Incremental  Cost  Analy¬ 
sis  Report  probably  cannot  be  assur^. 
This  situation  arises  because  the  Postal 
Service  Inust  rely  upon  third  persons  for 
completion  of  the  data,  e.g.,  independent 
auditors  and  other  government  agencies, 
or  in  the  case  of  the  Revenue,  Pieces  and 
Weight  by  Classes  of  Mail  and  Special 
Services  Report,  the  requirement  that 
the  report  loe  completed  within  sixty  days 
is  alleged  to  be  an  unduly  harsh  burden 
on  the  staff  of  the  Postal  Service. 

As  in  its  earlier  comments  in  this 
docket  the  Postal  Service  does  not  ad¬ 
vance  any  proposed  time  schedules  for 
filing  of  these  periodic  reports,  except  for 
the  Revenue,  Pieces  and  Weight  by 
Classes  of  Mail  and  Special  Services  Re¬ 
port  in  which  the  Postal  Service  rec¬ 
ommends  a  ninety-day  deadline.  To  re¬ 
iterate  from  our  Order  No.  141,  we  believe 
firmly  that  time  schedules  are  necessary, 
for  otherwise  “the  efBcacy  of  having  ac¬ 
cess  to  postal  data  would  be  severely  un¬ 
dermined  if  the  Commission  and  inter¬ 
ested  persons  had  no  indication  as  to 
when  the  information  [report!  would  be 
available  for  review  and  analysis.”  * 

With  this  objective  in  mind,  coupled 
with  the  need  to  obtain  reported  data 
before  it  becomes  outdated,  we  adopted 
the  present  deadlines.  Of  course,  where 
there  is  a  bona  fide  reason  for  a  late 
filing  our  general  rules  of  practice  pro¬ 
vide  procedures  for  relief.  Specifically, 
rule  22  provides  in  part  that  “any  re¬ 
quirement  of  any  subpart  of  the  Part 
3001  may  be  waived  in  whole  or  in  part 
to  the  extent  permitted  by  law  upon  a 
showing  that  such  waiver”  is  not  prej¬ 
udicial  to  other  persons  and  Is  consistent 
with  the  public  interest.  [39  CFR  §  3001.- 


'  Ordinarily  It  Is  within  an  agency's  dis¬ 
cretion,  espeolally  without  a  showing  of  sig¬ 
nificant  supervening  changes  or  manifest  In¬ 
equity,  to  r^use  to  rehear  Issues  which  were 
explored  during  the  course  of  a  recent  rule- 
making  proceeding.  This  Is  done.  Inter  alia, 
to  keep  the  administrative  burden  manage¬ 
able.  See  Alabama  Power  Co.  v.  Federal  Power 
Commission,  511  F.  2d  383  (D.C.  Clr.  1974). 

2  See  Order  No.  141  (41  Fed.  Reg.  47431, 
Oct.  29,  1976)  at  p.  6. 
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22.1  It  is  anticipated  that  this  waiver 
provision  will  be  timely  iised  in  tboee 
few  instances  in  which  the  Postal  Service 
finds  itself  unable  to  comply  with  the 
time  schedule  for  filing  perio^c  reports. 

Since  experience  is  required  in  admin¬ 
istering  the  reporting  reqiiirements,  the 
Comnussicm  will  remain  flexible  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  time  criteria  established  in 
Order  No.  141.  If  requests  for  waivers 
based  on  good  cause  are  made  with  re¬ 
gard  to  one  or  m(»e  of  the  reports  cited 
by  the  Postal  Service  in  its  response,  or 
Indeed  any  of  the  reports  called  for  in 
Order  No.  141,  they  will  be  given  serious 
consideration  and  accorded  a  reasonable 
disposition.  Moreover,  if  the  same  pattern 
of  late  filings  and  ensuing  waivers  were 
to  continue,  upon  our  own  initiative,  or 
upon  the  moticm  of  the  Postal  Service, 
we  would  reconsider  the  time  schedules. 
However,  any  revision  of  the  time  sched¬ 
ules  is  premature  imtil  there  have  been 
Initial  attempts  to  comply  with  those 
schedules. 

In  its  response  to  Order  No.  141,  the 
Postal  Service  asserts  that  the  Re¬ 
gional  Operating  Plan  Summaries  lack 
relevance  to  the  Commission’s  rate  set¬ 
ting  functions  and  furthermore  the  sum¬ 
maries  are  management  documents  of  a 
confidential  nature.  At  the  outset,  it 
should  be  noted  that  these  summaries 
clearly  have  relevance  to  our  rate  setting 
functions.  For  instance,  in  R76-1  the 
Postal  Service  in  its  presentation  of  cer¬ 
tain  cost  data  supporting  its  projected 
revenue  requir«nents  relied  upon  those 
summaries  as  its  imderlying  source  ma¬ 
terial.*  ITie  Postal  Service  also  wrongly 
perceives  the  identity  of  the  summaries 
required  to  be  filed.  It  is  not  the  indi¬ 
vidual  interim  working  papers  of  the  re¬ 
gional  ofiBces  which  this  data  require¬ 
ment  addresses;  rather,  it  is  the  final 
overall  summary  which  is  required  to  be 
filed.  The  final  overall  summary  is  thus 
not  an  interim  working  paper  reflecting 
the  internal,  deliberative  processes  of 
the  Postal  Service. 

The  Postal  Service  also  states  that  the 
projecti(ms  of  revenues  (as  they  arise 
from  estimated  cost  changes  reflected  in 
the  Regional  Op^^ting  Plan  Summa¬ 
ries)  are  already  contained  in  other  pe¬ 
riodic  reports  to  be  filed  pursuant  to 
Order  No.  141.  The  only  report  pre¬ 
scribed  by  Order  No.  141.  which  deals 
with  projected  costs  and  revenues  is  the 
Annual  Budget  submitted  to  the  OfBce 
of  Management  and  Budget.  As  we  indi¬ 
cated  in  R76-1  and  in  earlier  opinions, 
this  budget  breakdown  aggregates  rev¬ 
enue  needs  into  ten  cost  categories  which 
do  not  coincide  with  the  twenty  major 
cost  segments  used  to  classify  attributa¬ 
ble  and  institutional  costs.*  For  this  rea¬ 
son  the  Annual  Budget  submitted  to  the 
OfiBce  of  Management  and  Budget  does 
not  provide  sufBcient  data  to  analyze 
prospective  expenses  of  cost  segments 
used  in  developing  revenue  requirements. 

Finally,  the  Postal  Service  asserts  that 
providing  certain  information  called  for 


*  Docket  No.  I^S-1,  Osborne’s  Workpapers, 
p.  ao.  Schedule  ni-S-8,  at  pp.  32-33. 

*  See  FRO  Op.,  B7S-1  at  pp.  34-38. 
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in  the  Investmoit  Income  Report  would 
not  be  conslstoit  with  “good  business 
practice.*'  We  fail  to  understand  how 
the  filing  of  such  historical  information 
as  “gain  on  sale  of  investments”  would 
Interfere  with  the  Postal  Service’s  carry¬ 
ing  forward  its  investment  objectives. 
However,  we  will  review,  if  necessary, 
the  format  of  this  report  upon  receipt  <rf 
the  Postal  Service’s  initial  submission 
in  response  to  this  data  filing  require¬ 
ment. 

By  the  Commission. 

David  F.  Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-4313  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  ami 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 

[FRL  681-21 

PART  52 — APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA 

TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Alaska:  Approval  and  Disapproval  of 
Compliance  Schedules 

Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  and  the  implementing  regula¬ 
tions  of  40  cm  part  51,  require  each 
State  to  submit  a  plan  which  provides 
for  the  implementation,  maintenance 
and  enforcement  of  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  throughout  the  State. 
On  May  31, 1972  (37  FR  19842) ,  pursuant 
to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  and 
40  CFR  Part  51,  .the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved,  with  certain  exceptions,  the 
State  of  Alaska  Air  Quality  Control  Plan. 

On  September  30,  1975  and  January  6, 
1976,  after  proper  notice  and  public 
hearing,  the  Commissioner,  State  of 
Alaska  Department  of  EnvircHunental 
Conservation  (ADEC) ,  submitted  for  the 
Administrator's  approval,  revisions  to 
the  compliance  schedule  pxx'tion  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  40  CFR  51.4,  51.6  and  51.15. 
On  June  7,  1976,  EPA  announced  receipt 
of  these  revisions  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (41  FR  22845)  and  invited  public 
comment  cm  whether  the  revisions  ^ould 
be  approved  or  disapproved.  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received  during  the  30-day 
public  conunent  period.  The  November 
10,  1976  Federal  Register  disapproved 
two  and  approved  two  of  the  revisions  to 
the  compliance  schedule  portion  of  the 
Implementation  Plan  pursuant  to  pro¬ 
visions  of  40  CFR  51.8.  This  document 
approves  the  third  Ccmipliance  schedule 
as  proposed  in  the  Jime  7,  1976,  Federal 
Register.  The  compliance  sch^ule  has 
been  evaluated  for  compliance  with  40 
CFR  51.4,  51.6,  and  51.15. 

The  compliance  schedule  is  being  ap¬ 
proved  because,  based  upcm  data  avail¬ 
able,  attainment  and  maintenance  of  air 
quality  standards  will  not  be  precluded. 
The  compliance  schedule  for  Ketchikan 
Pulp  Company,  Ketchikan,  Alaska,  con¬ 
tains  enfcRTceable  increments  of  progress 
and  contains  a  final  compliance. 

Hie  compliance  schedule  establishes  a 
new  date  by  which  an  individual  air  pol¬ 
lution  source  must  attain  compliance 
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with  an  emission  limitation  of  the  State 
Implementation  Plan.  This  date  is  indi¬ 
cate  in  the  following  table  under  the 
heading  “Final  Compliance  Date.”  Each 
schedule  which  extends  more  than  a  year 
from  the  date  of  adoption  must  include 
federally  enforceable  increments  of 
progress  toward  compliance  as  required 
by  40  CFR  51.15(c). 

While  the  table  below  does  not  list 
those  interim  dates,  the  actual  compli¬ 
ance  schedule  does.  The  “Effective  Date” 
coliunn  in  the  table  refers  to  the  date  the 
compliance  schedule  becomes  effective 
for  purposes  of  federal  enforcement.  The 
“Date  of  Adoption”  column  refers  to  the 
date  that  the  State  adopted  the  compli¬ 
ance  schedule.  An  evaluation  of  the 
schedule  is  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Regional  OfBce  of  the  EPA  at 
the  address  noted  below. 

State  compliance  schedule  revisions 
are  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
appropriate  State  agency,  EPA  head¬ 
quarters.  and  at  the  EPA  Regional 
OfBce.  The  locations  of  these  offices  are 
as  follows; 

state  of  Alaska,  Department  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Conservation,  Pouch  0,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99801. 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  Room 
2922  (EPA  Library),  401  M  Street  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency.  1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101. 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause  to 
make  this  rulemaking  effective  immedi¬ 
ately  as  the  compliance  schedule  is  al¬ 
ready  in  effect  under  Alaska  State  Law 
and  E3»A’s  approval  will  impose  no  addi¬ 
tional  regulatory  burden. 

This  rulemaking  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  as  amended  [42  USC  1857c-5]. 

Dated:  February  3,  1977. 

John  Quarles. 
Acting  Administrator. 

Part  52  of  (Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows; 

Subpart  C — Alaska 

1.  In  8  52.70,  paragraph  (c)  (6)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows; 

§  52.70  Identification  of  plan. 

•  •  «  «  • 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 
were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified. 

•  *  •  •  # 

(6)  Compliance  schedules  submitted 
on  September  30,  1975,  by  the  State  of 
Alaska  Department  of  Environmental 
Conservation. 

2.  Section  52.84  is  amended  by  adding 

the  following  lines  to  the  table  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  as  follows:  * 

§  52.84  Compliance  schedules. 

«  G  •  •  • 

(b)  The  compliance  schedules  for  the 
sources  identified  below  are  approved  as 
meeting  the  requirements  of  8  51.15  of 
this  chapter.  All  regulations  cited  are 
contained  in  the  Alaska  Administrative 
Code,  Htle  18.  luiless  otherwi^  noted. 
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Source 


Date  of 

Location  Regulation  involved  adoption 


Effective  Final 
date  eompUance 


mpuan 

date 


Ketchikan  Pulp  Co . Ketchikan _ 18AAC50.050(a)(b) _ June  6,1975  Immediately..  July  1,1978 

18AAC50.060(a)(2)-... 

18AAC50.120(h) . 


[FR  Doc.77-4179  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 
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PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

California 

Approval  of  Revisions  to  Lassen, 
Modoc,  Siskiyou,  and  Sutter  Counties’ 
Rules  and  Regulations  in  the  State  of 
California. 

Lassen  County 

On  July  25,  1973,  the  Air  Resources 
Board  of  the  State  of  California  sub¬ 
mitted  revised  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Lassen  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District  (APCD)  as  a  revision  to  the 
California  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP). 

On  September  13,  1976  (41  PR  38782) , 
pursuant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Regional 
Administrator  proposed  approval  of  the 
changes  contained  in  the  submission 
listed  above.  The  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(41  PR  38782),  provided  for  a  30-day 
public  comment  period.  No  comments 
were  received. 

The  California  Air  Resources  Board 
has  certified  that  the  public  hearing 
requirements  of  40  CPR  51.4  have  been 
satisfied. 

The  changes  contained  in  the  July  25, 
1973  submission  and  being  acted  upon  by 
this  package  consist  of  the  addition  of 
an  implementation  plan  for  agricultural 
burning,  which  contains  many  new  rules 
governing  this  activity  and  provides  for 
their  enforcement. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  Uiis  final  rulemak¬ 
ing  notice  to  approve  of  all  the  changes 
included  in  the  July  25,  1973  submission. 

Modoc  County 

On  July  25,  1973,  the  Air  Resources 
Board  of  the  State  of  California  sub¬ 
mitted  revised  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Modoc  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District  (APCD)  as  a  revision  to  the 
California  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP). 

On  September  13,  1976  (41  PR  38782) , 
pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CPR  Part  51,  the  Regional 
Administrator  proposed  approval  of  tire 
changes  contained  in  the  submission 
listed  above.  The  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(41  PR  38782),  provided  for  a  30-day 
public  comment  period.  No  comments 
were  received. 

The  California  Air  Resources  Board 
has  certified  that  the  public  hearing  re¬ 
quirements  of  40  CPR  51.4  have  been 
satisfied.  • 

Hie  changes  contained  in  the  July  25, 
1973  submission  and  being  acted  upon 
by  this  package  include  the  f (lowing: 
addition  of  a  rule  listing  the  State  and 


Pederal  air  contaminant  standards  and 
the  addition  of  an  agricultural  burning 
regulation,  which  contains  many  new 
rules  governing  this  activity  and  pro¬ 
vides  for  their  enforcement. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  this  final  rule- 
making  notice  to  approve  all  the  changes 
included  in  the  July  25,  1973  submission. 

Siskiyou  County 

On  July  25,  1973,  the  Air  Resources 
Board  of  the  State  of  California  sub¬ 
mitted  revised  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Siskiyou  County  Air  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  District  (APCD)  as  a  revision  to  the 
California  State  Implementation  Plan 
(SIP). 

On  September  13,  1976  (41  PR  38782) , 
pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CPR  Part  51,  the  Regional 
Administrator  proposed  approval  of  the 
changes  contained  in  the  submission 
listed  above.  The  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(41  PR  38782),  provided  for  a  30-day 
public  comment  period.  No  comments 
were  received. 

The  California  Air  Resources  Board 
has  certified  that  the  public  hearing  re¬ 
quirements  of  40  CPR.  51.4  have  been 
satisfied. 

The  significant  changes  to  the  Siskiyou 
County  new  source  review  rules  (Regula¬ 
tion  II) ,  submitted  on  July  25,  1973,  will 
be  acted  upon  in  a  separate  Pederal 
Register  notice. 

The  changes  contained  in  the  July  25, 
1973  submission  and  being  acted  upon  by 
this  package  include  the  following:  addi¬ 
tion  of  an  exemption  to  the  imcombined 
water  regulation  for  visible  emissions; 
addition  of  an  implementation  plan  for 
agricultural  burning;  requirement  that 
emission  data  be  made  available  to  the 
public;  and  other  minor  changes  of  a 
procedural  nature. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  this  final  rule- 
making  notice  to  approve  all  the  changes 
included  in  the  July  25,  1973  submission 
with  the  exception  of  the  rules  specified 
above  which  are  not  being  acted  upon  at 
this  time. 

Rule  2.13,  Regulation  for  Public  Avail¬ 
ability  of  Emission  Data,  now  allow 
emission  data  to  be  made  available  to 
the  public,  which  is  consistent  with  40 
CPR  51.10(e) ;  therefore  it  is  being  ap¬ 
proved.  The  current  disapproval  notice 
in  40  CPR  52.224(a)  and  the  substitute 
regulation  in  40  CPR  52.224(b)  are  being 
rescinded  for  Siskiyou  County  by  the  ac¬ 
tion  taken  today. 

Sutter  County 

On  July  25,  1973,  July  19,  1974,  Janu¬ 
ary  10,  1975,  July  22,  1975,  and  April  21, 
1976,  the  Air  Resources  Board  the 
State  of  California  submitted  revised 


Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Sutter 
County  Air  Pollution  Control  District 
(APCD)  as  a  revision  to  the  California 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  Be¬ 
cause  the  July  25,  1973  submission  is 
superseded  by  the  July  19,  1974,  Janu¬ 
ary  10,  1975,  July  22,  1975,  and  April  21, 
1976  submissions,  only  the  latest  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  addressed  in  this  notice. 

On  September  13,  1976  (41  PR  38782) , 
pursuant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CPR  Part  51,  the  Regional 
Administrator  proposed  approval  of  the 
changes  contained  in  the  submissions 
listed  above.  However,  due  to  an  over¬ 
sight,  the  April  21,  1976  date  was  not  in¬ 
cluded.  Since  this  submission  was  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  Evaluation  Report  and  the 
regulation  was  available  at  the  offices 
identified  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making,  there  is  no  useful  purpose  to  be 
served  in  reproposing  with  the  April  21, 
1976  date  added.  The  Proposed  Rulemak¬ 
ing  Notice  provided  for  a  30-day  public 
comment  period.  No  comments  were 
received. 

The  California  Air  Resources  Board 
has  certified  that  the  public  hearing  re¬ 
quirements  of  40  CPR  51.4  have  been 
satisfied. 

The  significant  changes  to  the  Sut¬ 
ter  County  new  source  review  rules 
(Regulation  HI),  submitted  on  July  25, 
1973  and  July  19,  1974  will  be  acted  upon 
in  a  separate  Pederal  Register  notice. 

The  changes  contained  in  the  July  19, 
1974,  January  10,  1975,  July  22,  1975,  and 
April  21,  1976  submissions  and  being 
acted  upon  by  this  package  include  the 
following:  revision  of  a  definition  for 
agricultural  burning;  requirement  that 
emission  data  be  made  available  to  the 
public;  addition  of  requirements  for 
waste  wood  burning;  addition  of  require¬ 
ments  for  rice  straw  burning;  addition  of 
requirements  for  range  improvement 
burning;  and  other  minor  changes  of  a 
procedural  nature. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  this  rulemaking  no¬ 
tice  to  approve  all  the  changes  contained 
in  the  July  19,  1974,  January  10,  1975, 
July  22,  1975,  and  April  21,  1976  submis¬ 
sions  with  the  exception  of  the  rules 
specified  above  that  are  not  being  acted 
upon  at  this  time. 

Rule  1.3,  Public  Records,  now  allows 
emission  data  to  be  made  available  to  the 
public,  which  is  consistent  with  40  CPR 
51.10(e) ;  therefore  it  is  being  approved. 
The  current  disapproval  notice  in  40  CPR 
52.224(a)  and  the  substitute  regulation 
in  40  CPR  52.224(b)  are  being  rescinded 
for  Sutter  County  by  the  action  taken 
today. 

Pursuant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  as  amended,  and  40  CFR  Part 
51,  the  Administrator  is  required  to  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  the  regulations  as 
SIP  revisions.  I^ce  no  public  comments 
were  received,  the  revisions  are  being 
approved  as  proposed. 

The  Administrator  finds  good  cause 
for  making  this  rulemaking  effective  im¬ 
mediately  since  the  regulations  being 
approved  are  currently  being  enforced 
by  the  State  and  local  air  pollution  cmi- 
trol  agencies,  and  therefore  pose  no  fur- 
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ther  requirement  on  any  affected  fa¬ 
cility. 

This  final  rulemaking  notice  is  issued 
under  the  authority  of  Section  110  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C. 
1857C-5). 

Dated;  February  4, 1977. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Subpart  P  of  Part  52  of  Chapter  I, 
Title  40,  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows: 

Subpart  F — California 

1.  Section  52.220,  paragraphs  (c)  (20)- 
(32)  are  added  as  follows: 

§  32.220  Idenlifii'alion  of  plan. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  •  *  * 


(20)  [Reserved] 

(21)  Revised  regulations  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  APCD’s  submitted  on  July  25, 

1973,  by  the  Gtovemor. 

(i)  Lassen  County  APC7D 

(A)  Rules  1:1-1:6,  3:l-3:5,  4:0-4:17, 
5:1-5:17,  Appendix  A,  and  Appendix  B. 

(ii)  Modoc  Coxmty  APCD 

(A)  Rules  1:1-1:6,  3:0-3:16,  4:1-4:17, 
and  5:1-5:17, 

(iii)  Siskiyou  County  APCD 

(A)  Rules  1.1-1.5,  2.13,  3.1-3.3,  4.1- 
4.14,  5.1-5.18,  and  Implementation  Plan 
for  Agricultural  Burning. 

(iv)  Sutter  County  APCD 

(A)  Rules  1. 1-1.7,  2.1-2.20,  2.82,  4.1- 
4.11,  5.1,  6.3-6.5,  and  7.1-7.18. 

(22)  [Reserved] 

(23)  [Reserved] 

(24)  Revised  regulations  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  APYITs  sulnnltted  (m  Jtil^  IR, 

1974,  by  the  Governor’s  designee. 

(i)  Sutter  County  APCD. 

(A)  Rule  1.3 

(25)  [Reserved] 

(26)  Revised  regulations  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  APCD’s  submitted  on  January  10, 

1975,  by  the  Governor’s  designee. 

(i)  Sutter  County  APCD 

(A)  Rule  4.1 

(27)  [Reserved] 

(28)  Revised  regulations  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  APCD’s  submitted  on  July  22, 

1975,  by  the  Governor’s  designee. 

(i)  Sutter  County  APCD 

(A)  Rules  1.2,  2.82,  and  4.11. 

(29)  [Reserved] 

(30)  [Reserved] 

(31)  Revised  regulations  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  APCD’s  submitted  (m  April  21, 

1976,  by  the  Governor’s  designee. 

(i)  •  •  * 

(A)  *  *  • 

(ii)  Sutter  County  APCD 
(A)  Rule  4.1 

(32)  [Reserved] 

2.  Section  52.224  (a)  and  (b)(1)  are 
revised  as  follows: 

§  52.224  General  requirements. 

(a)  Except  in  the  Air  Pollution  Control 
Districts  (APCD)  listed  in  this  para¬ 
graph.  the  requirements  of  §  51.10(e)  of 
this  chapter  are  not  met  since  the  plan 


does  not  provide  procedures  by  which 
emissitm  data,  as  correlated  with  appli¬ 
cable  emission  limitations,  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public. 

(1)  Northeast  Plateau  Intrastate: 

(1)  Siskiyou  Coimty  APCD 

(2)  Sacramento  Valley  Intrastate: 

(i)  Sutter  County  APCD 

(b)  Regulation  for  public  availdbrility 
of  emission  data. 

(1)  Any  person  who  cannot  obtain 
emission  data  from  the  Agency  respon¬ 
sible  for  making  emission  data  available 
to  the  public,  as  specified  in  the  appli¬ 
cable  plan,  except  for  those  APCD’s 
specific  in  paragraph  (a),  concerning 
emissions  from  any  source  subject  to 
emission  limitations  which  are  part  of 
the  approved  plan  may  request  that  the 
appropriate  Regional  Administrator  ob¬ 
tain  and  make  public  such  data.  Within 
30  days  after  receipt  of  any  such  written 
request,  the  Regional  Administrator  shall 
require  the  owner  or  operator  of  any  such 
source  to  submit  information  within  30 
days  on  the  nature  and  amounts  of  emis¬ 
sions  from  such  source  and  any  other 
information  as  may  be  deemed  neces¬ 
sary  by  the  Regional  Administrator  to 
determine  whether  such  source  is  in  cwn- 
pliance  with  applicable  emission  limita¬ 
tions  or  other  control  measures  that  are 
part  of  the  applicable  plan. 

•  •  •  •  • 

[PR  Doc.77-4180  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


Title  46 — Shipping 

•  CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
[CCH>  75-226] 

PART  151— UNMANNED  BARGES 

Use  of  Copper  and  C^per  Alloys  with 
Caustic  Soda  and  Caustic  Potash  Cargoes 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
the  regulations  for  carriage  of  bulk  dan¬ 
gerous  cargo  on  unmanned  barges  in  46 
cm  Part  151  is  to  allow  the  use  of  most 
copper  alloys  in  containment  systems  for 
caustic  soda  or  caustic  potash  solutions. 

On  page  10915  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  March  15,  1976,  the  Coast  Guard  pro¬ 
posed  the  amendment  of  §  151.55-1  (j) 
and  Table  151.05  to  rpmove  the  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  use  of  copper  or  its  alloys 
as  materials  of  construction  in  contain¬ 
ment  systems  for  caustic  soda  or  caustic 
potash  solutions  (caustics) .  The  existing 
regulations  do  not  allow  the  use  of  these 
materials  in  barges  that  carry  caustics 
in  bulk.  This  exclusion  was  based  upon 
the  recommendations  in  manufacturers’ 
brochures  that  copper  and  copper  alloys 
be  excluded  from  containment  systems. 
The  manufacturers  generally  did  not  in¬ 
clude  data  to  support  their  recommen¬ 
dation;  however,  some  manufacturers’ 
stated  in  their  brochures  that  copper 
and  copper  alloys  were  corroded  too 
quickly  for  caustic  servicp  or  that  copper 
would  contaminate  the  caustic  so  that  it 
would  be  commercially  unusable. 

After  publicatiim  of  the  proposed 
amendment,  a  barge  designer  asked  the 
Coast  Guard  if  he  could  use  copper  al¬ 
loys  in  the  pumps  and  valves  of  caustic 


barges.  These  pumps  and  valves  com¬ 
monly  have  parts  ipade  of  brass  or 
bronze.  The  barge  designer  said  that  he 
had  used  zincless  copper  alloys  in  caus¬ 
tic  service  under  other  circumstances 
and  had  found  no  more  corrosion  than 
that  for  steel  or  ir<m. 

The  Coast  Guard  now  has  data  on  the 
use  of  copper  and  copper  alloys  under 
a  wide  range  of  temperatures  and  de¬ 
grees  of  agitation.  Copper  and  its  alloys 
usually  have  corrosion  rates  that  are  less 
than  steel  and  iron  by  a  factor  of  10  to 
100.  The  Coast  Guard  has  no  data  that 
support  the  contention  that  copper  and 
most  copper  alloys  corrode  more  quickly 
than  st^l  and  iron  if  used  with  caustics. 
Many  shippers  move  caustic  in  conven¬ 
tional  petroleum  tankers  that  have  brass 
and  bronze  parts  in  pumps,  valves,  and 
pv  valves.  The  Coast  Guard  has  no  evi¬ 
dence  of  unusual  corrosion  problems 
with  these  parts  when  they  are  used  with 
caustic  cargo. 

Three  persons  have  commented  on  the 
proposal.  Two  are  against  it  and  one  is 
in  favor  of  it. 

Of  the  two  unfavorable  comments,  one 
iterates  the  recommendation  often 
foimd  In  manufacturers’  brochures 
against  using  copper,  brass,  or  bronze 
with  caustic  handling  equipment.  This 
commenter  has  no  data  that  support  this 
recommendation.  TTie  commenter  now 
agrees  that  copper  is  not  a  problem,  but 
states  that  tin  and  aluminum  alloys 
should  be  excluded.  Aluminum  is  pres¬ 
ently  excluded  by  the  regulation;  how¬ 
ever,  tin  and  stlloys  containing  tin  or 
aluminum  are  not  excluded.  ’The  Coast 
Guard  has  no  record  of  the  use  of  tin 
in  its  pure  form  in  any  critical  contain¬ 
ment  sjrstem  parts.  The  small  amounts 
of  tin  and  aluminum  used  as  alloying 
agents  do  not  seem  to  create  any  haz¬ 
ards.  Therefore,  the  Coast  Guard  has 
not  included  this  suggestion  in  the  final 
rule. 

'The  second  unfavorable  comment  is 
that  chlorine  or  ammonia  impurities  in 
commercial  caustic  might  attack  copper 
or  copper  alloys.  Since  chlorine  impuri¬ 
ties  tend  to  attack  steel  or  iron  as 
quickly  as  they  do  copper,  this  possibility 
is  insufficient  reason  to  exclude  copper. 
Although  ammonia  might  be  an  impu¬ 
rity  in  commercial  caustic  solutions,  the 
Coast  Guard  has  no  data  supporting  this 
nor  has  it  any  evidence  of  problems  with 
existing  caustic  containment  systems 
that  have  copper  or  copper  alloy  parts. 
The  person  making  the  comment  offered 
no  evidence  of  the  ammonia  or  chlorine 
impurities,  though  chlorine  is  often  made 
in  conjunction  with  caustic. 

There  are  some  data  that  show  that 
copper  alloys  with  a  high  zinc  content  are 
attacked  by  caustic.  ’Diis  dezincification 
seems  to  become  severe  when  the  zinc 
content  reaches  about  30  percent  of  the 
alloy.  For  this  reason,  the  Coast  Guard 
has  modified  the  original  proposal,  which 
would  have  allowed  the  use  of  any  cop¬ 
per  alloy,  to  allow  those  alloys  that  have 
less  than  10  percent  zinc  by  weledit,  thus 
leaving  a  considerable  margin  for  safely. 

Therefore,  the  final  rule  ranoves  the 
restriction  on  the  use  of  copqjer  or  cop- 
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per  alloys  in  containment  systems  for 
caustic,  except  alloys  that  contain  more 
than  10  percent  zinc  by  weight. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  part 
151  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Subpart  155.05  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Table  151.05,  “Summary  of  Mini¬ 
mum  Requirements,”  imder  “Caustic 
potash  solution”  and  under  “Caustic  soda 
solution”  is  amended  by  deleting  the 
niunber  “151.55-l(b)”  in  column  14, 
“Special  Requirements  (Section),”  and 
substituting  the  number  “151.55-l(j)  ”  in 
its  place. 

2.  §  151.55-1  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  ( j )  to  read  as  follows: 

§  151.35—1  General. 

♦  *  *  «  * 

(j)  Zinc,  alloys  that  have  more  than 
10%  zinc  by  weight,  and  aluminum  may 
not  be  used  as  materials  of  construction 
for  tanks,  pipelines,  valves,  fittings,  and 
other  items  of  equipment  that  may  come 
in  contact  with  cargo  liquid  or  vapor. 

(80  Stat.  937;  46  U.S.C.  170,  391a,  375,  416;  46 
U.S.C.  1655(b)  (1);  49  CPR  1.46.) 

Effective  date:  These  amendments  be¬ 
come  effective  on  March  14,  2977. 

The  Coast  Guard  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an  In- 
fiation  Impact  Statement  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A- 
107. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

O.  W.  Siler, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

|FR  Doc.77-4248  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  IV— FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

[General  Order  16  Arndt.  16,  Docket  No. 

7&-491 

PART  502— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  AND 
PROCEDURE 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  proceeding  was  instituted  by  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  l^ptember 
20,  1976  (41  FR  40504).  The  purpose  of 
the  proceeding  was  to  amend  appropriate 
sections  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  to  (1)  specify  that,  in  proceed¬ 
ings  under  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  parties  to  the  agreement  ^all 
be  designated  “proponents”  and  parties 
opposing  approval  shall  be  designated 
“Protestants”;  (2)  place  in  the  presiding 
officer  the  authority  to  rule  on  produc¬ 
tion  of  witnesses  and  materials  locate  in 
a  foreign  country;  and  (3)  establish  a 
procedure  for  Commission  review  of  or¬ 
ders  of  dismissal  by  presiding  officers 
which  have  not  been  appealed.^ 

Comments  were  submitted  by  the 
Council  of  European  and  Japanese  Na- 


^For  a  fuller  explanation  of  the  purpose 
of  the  proposed  amendments,  see  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  cited  above. 
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tional  Shipowners’  Association  (CEN 
SA);  Japan/Korea  Atlantic  and  Gulf 
Freight  Conference,  Trans-Pacific 
Freight  Conference  of  Japan/Korea,  New 
York  Freight  Bureau,  and  Trans-Pacific 
Freight  Conference  (Hong  Kong)  (Con¬ 
ferences)  ;  Maritime  Administrative  Bar 
Association  (MABA) ;  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Bureau  of  Hearing  Counsel  (Hear¬ 
ing  Counsel) .  We  have  considered  these 
comments  carefully  and  herewith  pub¬ 
lish  final  rules.  A  section-by-section 
analysis  of  the  rules  and  comments 
thereon  follows: 

1.  Section  502.41  was  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  designating  parties  to  agree¬ 
ments  as  “proponents”  and  parties  op¬ 
posing  approval  as  “protestants”  in  pro¬ 
ceedings  relating  solely  to  approvability 
of  section  15  agreements.  The  proposal 
is  designed  to  eliminate  the  current  and 
misleading  designations  of  “respond¬ 
ents”  and  “petitioners.” 

No  comment  was  made  to  this  proposal 
and  it  will  be  incorporated  in  toe  final 
rule. 

2.  Sections  502.210  and  502.136  were 
proposed  to  be  amended  and  §  502.211 
deleted  to  the  net  effect  that  presiding 
officers  would  rule  on  the  production  of 
witnesses  and  materials  located  in  a  for¬ 
eign  country.  It  was  believed  that  toe 
proposed  procedure  would  eliminate  con¬ 
fusion  and  delay  occasioned  by  the  pres¬ 
ent  system  of  dual  jurisdiction,  i.e.,  au¬ 
thority  in  the  presiding  officer  to  compel 
production  of  witnesses  and  materials 
located  in  the  United  States  and  in  toe 
Commission  with  respect  to  a  foreign 
country. 

CENSA  objects  to  toe  proposals  on  toe 
ground  that  the  Commission  alone 
should  deal  with  matters  which  might 
arise  from  attempts  to  obtain  documents 
or  subpoena  persons  abroad.  It  points  out 
that  the  current  standards  for  quashing 
subpoenas  might  not  encompass,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  prohibitory  statutes  of  other  na¬ 
tions.  If  the  Commission  adopts  toe  pro¬ 
posals,  CENSA  urges  that  procedural 
guarantees  be  incorporated,  i.e.,  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  be  required  to  consider  toe 
effect  on  international  relations  in  mak¬ 
ing  any  ruling  and  that  parties  have  an 
absolute  right  to  appeal  any  such  ruling. 

The  Conferences  generally  echo 
CENSA’s  position  as  to  toe  Commission’s 
traditional  role  in  matters  of  interna¬ 
tional  import.  They  assert  also  that  toe 
efficiency  to  be  gained  imder  toe  proposal 
is  illusory  in  that  the  Cennmission  would 
ultimately  have  to  enforce  any  order  of 
the  presiding  officer.  They  also  urge  the 
right  of  immediate  appeal. 

MABA  takes  no  position  on  toe  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  presiding  officers  should 
have  the  propo^  authority  since  its 
members  are  divided  on  this  question. 
MABA,  however,  questions  toe  authority 
of  toe  Cennmission  to  limit  toe  time 
within  which  a  private  party  may  bring 
an  enforcement  action. 

Hearing  Counsel  support  toe  proposal 
generally  but  would  revise  the  wording  of 
§  502.210(d)  to  make  clear  that  only  toe 
Commission  shall  enforce  orders  and 
that  enforcement  is  discretionary. 

The  matter  of  enforcing  orders  abroad 
is  not  a  common  one  but  when  it  occurs 


it  is  a  matter  of  concern.  The  process  is 
very  delicate,  perhaps  Involving  other  en¬ 
tities  of  toe  government,  e.g..  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State.  The  Commission  should  be 
toe  entity  making  such  determinations 
based  on  policy  as  well  as  legal  consider¬ 
ations.  Accordingly,  we  shall  not  adopt 
this  aspect  of  the  proposal. 

We  believe,  however,  that  toe  presiding 
officer  should  at  least  be  able  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  toe  problem  is  one  for  him 
or  toe  Commission.  Accordingly,  we  are 
amending  §  502.210(a)  to  require  an  an¬ 
swering  party  to  indicate  whether  or  not 
witnesses  or  documents  are  located  in 
a  foreign  country.  Section  502.136  will 
be  amended  in  accordance  with  all  toe 
foregoing. 

3.  Section  502.227  was  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  providing  specifically  for  re¬ 
view  of  orders  of  dismissal  by  presiding 
officers.  At  present,  the  rules  are  silent 
as  to  this. 

MABA  is  of  toe  opinion  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  rules  permit  review  of  dismissals  by 
the  Commission  but  supports  toe  pro¬ 
posal  as  stating  toe  Commission’s  au¬ 
thority  explicitly. 

Hearing  Counsel  would  add  language 
to  insure  that  service  of  a  notice  of  in¬ 
tent  to  review  would  not  constitute  a  re¬ 
opening  of  the  record. 

At  toe  time  of  fashioning  its  proposal, 
the  Commission  was  att^pting  to  do 
what  MABA  suggests,  i.e.,  clarify  toe 
rules.  As  to  Hearing  Counsel’s  addition, 
we  feel  it  unnecessary.  A  record  can  not 
be  reopened  automatically;  only  toe  pre¬ 
siding  officer  or  Commission,  as  appro¬ 
priate,  may  do  so. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  and  sections  27  and  43  of  toe 
Shipping  Act,  1916  (46  U.S.C.  826,  841a), 
Part  502  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  amended  as  set  forth  herein¬ 
after. 

1.  Section  502.41  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  toe  following  langu-'.ge  to  toe  end  of 
the  third  sentence: 

§  502.41  [  .4mended  ] 

♦  *  *  except  that  in  investigations  insti¬ 
tuted  under  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  in  which  toe  issues  relate 
solely  to  toe  question  of  approvability  of 
an  agreement,  toe  parties  to  toe  agree¬ 
ment  shall  be  designated  as  “propo¬ 
nents”  and  toe  parties  protesting  ap¬ 
proval  shall  be  designated  as  “protes¬ 
tants.” 

2.  Section  502.210(a)  is  amended  by  in¬ 
serting  toe  following  sentence  immedi¬ 
ately  preceding  toe  last  sentence: 

§  502.210  [Amended] 

•  *  *  Replies  shall  also  indicate 
whether,  to  what  extent,  and  specifically 
where,  witnesses,  documents,  or  other 
information  being  sought  are  located  in 
a  foreign  country. 

3.  Section  502.136  is  revised  in  its  en¬ 
tirety  as  follows: 

§  502.136  Enforcement. 

In  toe  event  of  failure  to  comply  with 
any  subpena  or  order  issued  in  connec¬ 
tion  therewith,  toe  affected  party  or  toe 
Commission  may  seek  enforcement  as 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  28— THURSDAY.  FEBRUARY  10,  1977 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


8379 


provided  in  §§  502.210(c)  and  502.211 
(c). 

4.  Section  502.227  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  paragraph  (c)  as  follows: 

§  502.227  Exceptions  to  decisions  or 
orders  of  dismissal  of  .4dmini$trative 
Law  Judges;  replies  thereto:  and  re¬ 
view  of  decisions  or  orders  of  dismis¬ 
sal  by  Commission. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Whenever  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  orders  dismissal  of  a  proceeding 
in  whole  or  in  part,  such  order,  in  the 
absence  of  appeal,  shall  become  the  order 
of  the  Commission  thirty  (30)  days  after 
date  of  service  of  such  order  (and  the 
Secretary  shall  so  notify  the  parties), 
unless  within  such  thirty  (30)  day  pe¬ 
riod  the  Commission  decides  to  review 
such  order  on  its  own  motion,  in  which 
case  notice  of  such  intention  shall  be 
served  upon  the  parties. 

Effective  Date.  Inasmuch  as  the  expe¬ 
ditious  adoption  of  these  rules  is  desir¬ 
able  and  inasmuch  as  they  are  proce¬ 
dural  in  nature,  they  shall  be  effective 
February  10,  1977  and  shall  be  applica¬ 
ble  to  all  pending  and  future  proceed¬ 
ings. 

By  the  Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 
tFB  Doc.77-4338  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  VIII— NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY  BOARD 

PART  800 — ORGANIZATION  AND  FUNC¬ 
TIONS  OF  THE  BOARD  AND  DELEGA¬ 
TION  OF  AUTHORITY 
Appendix — Request  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation,  To 
Investigate  Certain  Aircraft  Accidents 
In  its  Public  Notice  PN-1,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  17, 1975 
(40  FR  17202),  the  National  Transpor¬ 
tation  Safety  Board  (Board)  specified 
certain  types  of  aircraft  accidents  which 
it  had  requested  the  Secretary  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  (Secretary) 
to  investigate  on  behalf  of  the  Board. 
It  was  requested  that  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  (FAA)  investigate 
aircraft  accidents  involving  civil  aircraft 
of  12.500  pounds  or  less,  when  no  fatal 
injuries  are  sustained,  and  accidents,  ir¬ 
respective  of  fatalities,  involving  aerial 
application  operations,  amateur-built 
aircraft  operations,  and  restricted  cate¬ 
gory  aircraft  operations.  The  request  also 
provided  that  the  Board  could  assume 
full  responsibility  for  an  accident  being 
investigated  by  the  FAA  upon  written 
notice  from  the  Board. 

Practical  experience  has  shown  that 
the  submission  of  a  written  notice  is  too 
indexible  to  provide  the  Board  with  the 
selectivity  needed  for  better  utilization 
of  is  resources  for  accident  prevention 
purposes.  Also,  it  has  been  noted  by  both 
agencies  that  greater  flexibility  in  the 
implementation  of  requests  would  elim¬ 
inate  much  of  the  duplication  of  accident 
investigative  efforts  of  both  agencies  and 
contribute  to  a  more  effective  accom¬ 


plishment  of  each  agency’s  objectives.  In 
providing  for  selectivity,  it  is  the  intent 
of  both  agencies  that  the  revised  request 
will  not  result  in  any  additional  workload 
being  assumed  by  the  FAA  nor  will  it  re¬ 
sult  in  any  investigation  being  conducted 
by  the  Board  not  necessary  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  cause  or  probable  cause  of 
an  accident.  In  the  event  that  unusual 
circumstances  result  in  an  increased 
workload  by  the  FAA  in  a  particular 
area,  it  is  the  expectation  of  both  agen¬ 
cies  that  the  field  offices  of  the  two  agen¬ 
cies  will  take  appropriate  action  to  avoid 
such  a  result,  and,  if  necessary,  they  shall 
consult  with  their  respective  headquar¬ 
ters.  The  Secretary  has  concurred  in  this 
revision. 

Accordingly,  the  Appendix  to  49  CFR 
Part  800  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix — Request  to  the  Secretary  of  the 

Department  of  Transportation  to  Inves¬ 
tigate  Certain  Aircraft  Accidents 

(a)  Acting  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  it  by  Title  VII  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1441)  and  section 
304(a)(1)  of  the  Independent  Safety  Board 
Act  of  1974,  the  National  Transportation 
Safety  Board  (Board)  hereby  requests  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  (Secretary)  to  exercise  his  authority 
subject  to  the  terms,  conditions,  and  limita¬ 
tions  6f  Title  vn  and  section  304(a)(1)  of 
the  Independent  Safety  Board  Act  of  1974, 
and  as  set  forth  below  to  investigate  the 
facts,  conditions,  and  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  certain  fixed-wing  and  rotorcraft 
aircraft  accidents  and  to  submit  a  report  to 
the  Board  from  which  the  Board  may  make 
a  determination  of  the  probable  cause. 

(b)  The  authority  to  be  exercised  here¬ 
under  shall  include  the  Investigation  of  all 
civil  aircraft  accidents  involving  rotorcraft. 
aerial  application,  amateur-built  aircraft, 
restricted  category  aircraft,  and  all  fixed-wing 
aircraft  which  have  a  certificated  maximum 
gross  takeoff  weight  of  12,500  pounds  or  less 
except: 

(1)  Accidents  in  which  fatal  injuries  have 
occurred  to  an  occupant  of  such  aircraft,  but 
shall  include  accidents  involving  fatalities 
Incurred  as  a  result  of  aerial  application  op¬ 
erations,  amateur-built  aircraft  operations, 
or  restricted  category  aircraft  operations^ 

(2)  Accidents  involving  aircraft  operatra 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Part 
135  of  the  Federal  Air  Regulations  entitled 
"Air  Taxi  Operators  and  Oommerclal  Opera¬ 
tors  of  Small  Aircraft.” 

(3)  Accidents  involving  aircraft  operated 
by  an  air  carrier  authorized  by  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  to  engage 
in  air  transportation. 

(4)  Accidents  involving  midair  collisions. 

(c)  Provided,  That  the  Board  may, 
through  the  chiefs  of  Its  field  offices,  or  their 
designees  who  receive  the  initial  notifica¬ 
tions,  advise  the  Secretary,  through  his  ap¬ 
propriate  designee,  that  the  Board  will  as¬ 
sume  the  full  responsibility  for  the  investiga¬ 
tion  of  an  accident  Included  In  this  request 
in  the  same  manner  as  an  accident  not  so 
Included:  and  Provided  further.  That  the 
Board,  through  the  chiefs  of  its  field  offices, 
or  their  designees  who  receive  initial  notifi¬ 
cations.  may  request  the  Secretary,  through 
his  appropriate  designee,  to  investigate  an 
accident  not  included  in  this  request,  which 
would  normally  be  investigated  by  the  Board 
under  Section  (b)  (1)  through  (4)  above, 
and  in  the  same  manner  as  an  accident  so 
included. 

(d)  Provided,  That  this  authority  shall  not 
be  construed  to  authorize  the  Secretary  to 
hold  public  hearings  or  to  determine  the 


probable  cause  of  the  accident;  and  Provided 
further.  That  the  Secretary  will  repiwt  to  the 
Board  in  a  form  acceptable  to  the  Board  the 
facts,  conditions,  and  clrcuifistances  sur¬ 
rounding  each  accident  from  which  the 
Board  may  determine  the  probable  cause. 

(e)  And  provided  further.  That  this  re¬ 
quest  includes  authority  to  conduct  au¬ 
topsies  and  such  other  tests  of  the  remains 
of  deceased  persons  aboard  the  aircraft  at  the 
time  of  the  accident,  who  die  as  a  result  of 
the  accident,  necessary  to  the  investigations 
requested  hereunder,  and  such  authority  may 
be  delegated  and  redelegated  to  Any  official 
or  employee  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA).  For  the  purpose  of  this  pro¬ 
vision,  designated  aviation  examiners  are  not 
deemed  to  be  oflSclals  or  employees  of  the 
FAA. 

(f)  Invoking  the  provisions  of  section  701 
(f)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and 
section  304(a)  (1)  of  the  Independent  Safety 
Board  Act  of  1974,  is  necessary  Inasmuch  as 
sufficient  funds  have  not  been  made  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Board  to  provide  adequate  facili¬ 
ties  and  personnel  to  investigate  all  accidents 
involving  civil  aircraft.  This  request,  there¬ 
fore.  is  considered  to  be  temporary  in  nature 
and  may  be  modified  or  terminated  by  writ¬ 
ten  notice  to  the  Secretary. 

Effective  date:  March  1. 1977. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  7. 1977. 

Webster  B.  Todd.  Jr.. 

Chairman. 

(FR  Doc.77-4351  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 


CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Ex-Parte  No.  252  (Sub-No.  1)1 

PART  1036— INCENTIVE  PER  DIEM 
CHARGES  ON  BOXCARS 

Incentive  Per  Diem  Charges — 1968 
Test  Period  Average 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  21st  day 
of  January  1977. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-captioned  proceeding  includ¬ 
ing  the  order  served  February  6,  1976, 
and  the  comments  received  from  inter¬ 
ested  parties:  and 

It  appearing.  That  to  facilitate  the 
drawing  down  of  incentive  per  diem 
funds  on  unequipped  general  service  box¬ 
cars  (boxcar),  sufficient  grounds  have 
been  presented  to  modify  the  regulations 
governing  incentive  per  diem  to  provide 
for  a  single  1964-68  test  period  average 
for  all  types  of  boxcar  transactions  and 
to  give  carriers  the  option  of  a  matching 
requirement  in  lieu  of  the  test  period 
average; 

Wherefore  and  for  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Part  1036.4  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  A.  Chapter  X.  Title  49,  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  to  read  as  set  forth  in 
appendix  B  of  our  report  herein. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  shall  be  delivered  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publi¬ 
cation  therein. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
order  shall  become  effective  35  days  from 
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the  date  of  service  of  this  order  and  con¬ 
tinue  in  full  force  and  effect  until  fur¬ 
ther  order  of  the  Conimission. 

This  decision  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

§  1036.4  Use  of  funds  on  boxcars. 

The  net  credit  balances  resulting  from 
incentive  per  diem  settlements  on  box¬ 
cars,  which  are  earmarked  in  accordance 
with  §  1036.3,  may  be  drawn  down  in 
whole  or  in  part  at  any  time  by  the  car¬ 
rier  to  build,  lease  equivalent  of  pur¬ 
chase,  purchase,  or  lease  in  which  a  car¬ 
rier  is  not  acquiring  an  equity  interest, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  new  unequipped  box¬ 
cars  for  general  service  described  in 
§  1036.1,  or  rebuild  any  number  or  por¬ 
tion  of  unequipped  boxcars  for  general 
service  described  in  §  1036.1.  provided, 
the  carrier  has  in  the  same  calendar 
year  built,  leased,  purchased,  nonequity 
leased,  or  rebuilt  its  1964-68  average 
number  of  such  boxcars  and  made  up 
any  arrearage  in  having  failed  to  main¬ 
tain  such  average  each  year  this  order  is 
in  effect.  A  carrier  may,  as  an  alternative 
to  the  1964-68  test  period  average,  draw 
down  earmarked  funds  in  whole  or  in 
part,  to  build,  lease,  equivalent  of  pur¬ 
chase,  purchase,  or  nonequity  lease  new 
unequipped  boxcars  for  general  service 
or  rebuild  unequipped  boxcars  for  gen¬ 
eral  service  provided,  as  a  minimum,  it 
matches  the  earmarked  funds  it  will  use 
to  obtain  these  boxcars  with  an  equal 
amount  of  its  own  funds.  Where  match¬ 
ing  funds  are  to  be  used  to  acquire  box¬ 
cars,  .such  matching  funds  may  not  in¬ 
clude  funds  derived  from  the  increases 
authorized  in  Ex  Parte  No.  305  without 
specific  authority  from  the  Commission. 
Net  balances  on  Canadian-owmed  cars 
may  be  drawn  down  without  regard  to 
prior  acquisitions,  but  where  the  des¬ 
ignee  is  a  class  I  United  States  carrier 
such  drawdowns  shall  not  affect  that 
carrier’s  accumulation  of  arrearages.  A 
carrier  using  earmarked  funds,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  to  build,  rebuild,  lease,  pur¬ 
chase  or  nonequity  lease  general  service, 
unequipped  boxcars  of  the  XF  designa¬ 
tion,  shall  only  be  required,  as  a  mini¬ 
mum,  to  match  the  earmarked  funds  it 
will  use  to  obtain  these  XF  boxcars  with 
an  equal  Tamount  of  its  own  funds.  Non¬ 
equity  leases  for  unequipped  boxcars  for 
general  service  and  XF  boxcars  must  be 
at  least  10  years  in  duration  and,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such'  leases,  earmarked 
funds  must  not  be  used  for  the  cost  of 
maintenance  nor  on  leases  entered  into 
prior  to  January  1.  1975.  All  earmarked 
funds  that  have  accrued  since  the  incep¬ 
tion  of  the  incentive  per  diem  program 
must  be  put  to  use  within  18  months 
after  the  end  of  the  calendar  year  in 
which  the  funds  are  collected  and  result 
in  a  net  credit  balance  for  the  build¬ 
ing,  rebuilding,  leasing,  purchasing  or 
nonequity  leasing  of  general  service,  un- 
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equipped  boxcars  described  in  §  1036.1 
for  addition  to  such  carrier’s  or  des¬ 
ignee’s  fleet  in  accordance  with  this  part. 
Upon  a  showing  of  good  cause  an  appli¬ 
cation,  including  a  showing  that  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding  herein  have 
been  notified  by  the  carrier  of  such  ap¬ 
plication,  may  be  made  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  waiver  of  the  said  18-month  pe¬ 
riod,  which  may,  in  the  Commission’s  dis¬ 
cretion.  be  granted  after  consideration 
of  all  views  regarding  the  application.  If 
the  earmarked  funds  are  not  used  within 
the  18-month  period,  they  may  be  volun¬ 
tarily  surrendered  to  Rail  Box  whose 
establishment  and  operation  was  ap¬ 
proved  in  American  Rail  Box  Car  Co. — 
Pooling,  347  I.C.C.  862.  If  the  carrier  fails 
within  the  stated  period  to  put  to  use 
collected  earmarked  funds  which  result 
in  a  net  credit  balance,  has  not  obtained 
relief  from  that  requirement,  and  has 
not  surrendered  such  funds  to  Rail  Box, 
the  Commission  will  investigate  the  mat¬ 
ter  to  determine  what,  if  any,  corrective 
action  is  warranted.  Appropriate  correc¬ 
tive  action  would  include  section  16fl2) 
remedies  among  others.  Carriers  may 
make  temporary  investment  of  unex¬ 
pended  funds  in  Government  bonds  or 
other  liquid  securities.  Such  securities 
must  be  readily  convertible  to  cash  so 
that  funds  remain  available  for  boxcar 
purchases.  Interest  earned  must  become 
part  of  the  earmarked  fund.  As  used  in 
this  section,  “build,”  “rebuild,”  “lease,” 
or  “purchase”  refer  to  a  commitment  to 
build,  rebuild,  lease,  or  purchase  which 
results  in  the  acquisition  of  a  car  on  line 
ready  for  use  within  10  months  from  the 
date  of  commitment,  except  that  in  ex¬ 
traordinary  cases  beyond  the  control  of 
the  carrier  or  the  car  supplier,  a  car  that 
is  delivered  after  10  months  from  the 
date  of  commitment  may  qualify  if  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  of  this 
Commission. 

|FR  Doc .77-4344  Filed  2-9-77; 8; 45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C— ACCOUNTS,  REPORTS  AND 
RECORDS 

[Formal  Doc.  No.  363661 

PART  1201— RAILROAD  COMPANIES 

Subpart  B — Branch  Line  Accounting 
System 

Report  and  Order 

In  its  Report  and  Order,  published 
November  5,  1976,  (41  FR  48972),  the 
Rail  Services  Planning  Office  (the  Office) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
(the  Commission)  promulgated  branch 
line  accounting  system  regulations  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  205(e)(1)(A)  of  the 
Regional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended  (45  U.S.C.  701). 

By  its  petition,  filed  November  24, 
1976,  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads  (AAR)  seeks  reconsideration  of 
these  regulations  and  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  two  changes. 

First,  AAR  seeks  modification  of  the 
rule  set  forth  in  subsection  (a)(1)  of 

5  1201.92  Collection  of  Data . to 

the  extent  that  the  rule  requires  the 
accumulation  of  data  on  lines  for  which 
an  application  to  abandon  was  pending 


on  October  31,  1976,  (Category  3)  before 
[the]  Commission  where  no  shipper  or 
receiver  has  filed  a  protest.”  AAR  argues 
that  in  uncontested  circumstances  no 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  re¬ 
quiring  the  applicant  railroad  to  incur 
the  time-consuming  and  expensive  proc¬ 
ess  of  collecting  data  which  the  statute 
does  not  require  and  which,  by  the  very 
nature  of  the  proceeding,  will  not  be 
used. 

Second,  AAR  seeks  the  addition  to  the 
regulations  of  a  provision  for  the  waiver 
of  branch  line  accounting  data  collec¬ 
tion.  AAR  argues  that  there  will  be  cir¬ 
cumstances  .such  as  coordination  of 
duplicate  facilities,  or  situations  of  relo¬ 
cation  or  general  housekeeping,  that  may 
technically  involve  an  abandonment. 
AAR  contends  that  public  agencies  and 
other  interested  parties  would  most  like¬ 
ly  support  such  projects  and  that  re¬ 
quiring  data  collection  or  accounting  in 
such  circumstances  would  serve  no  use¬ 
ful  purpose. 

With  regard  to  AAR’s  first  proposal, 
the  Office  estimates  that  approximately 
55  abandonment  applications  fall  into 
the  category  of  concern  to  AAR,  an  aver¬ 
age  of  less  than  one  such  application 
per  Class  I  railroad  in  the  Nation. 
Furthermore,  in  all  probability  there  will 
be  little  or  no  data  to  collect  on  lines 
where  no  protests  have  been  filed.  ’The 
Office  is  not,  therefore,  convinced  that 
the  process  of  collecting  data  for  such 
lines  would  be  either  an  expensive  or  a 
time-consuming  process  for  the  railroads 
involved.  However,  the  Office  does  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  proper  way  to  deal  with 
this  problem  is  on  a  line-by-line  basis. 
'The  Office  proposes,  therefore,  to  accept 
AAR’S  second  proposal  and  to  incorpo¬ 
rate  into  the  regulations  a  provision  that 
will  permit  a  railroad  to  seek  a  waiver 
or  modification  from  the  Office  in  cir¬ 
cumstances  w’here  It  can  demonstrate 
to  the  Office’s  satisfaction  that  its  con¬ 
tinued  compliance  with  the  regulations 
for  a  particular  branch  will  not  serve  a 
useful  purpose.  'I'his  provision  will  per¬ 
mit  railroads  to  seek  a  waiver  in  the 
future,  should  the  circumstances  en¬ 
visioned  by  AAR  ari.se,  and  it  will  also 
permit  them  to  seek  a  waiver  imme¬ 
diately  in  pending  abandonment  case 
where  no  opposition  has  been  filed.  The 
Office  will  decide  applications  made  un¬ 
der  the  new  provision  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  and,  before  making  its  decision, 
will  consult  with  parties  that  will  be 
affected  by  it. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  considera¬ 
tions  : 

It  is  ordered,  ’That  the  proceeding  to 
formulate  a  branch  line  accounting  sys¬ 
tem  pursuant  to  .section  205(e)  d)  (A)  of 
the  Regional  Rail  Reorganization  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended,  is  hereby  reopened  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  the  regulations 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  Subpart  B 
of  Part  1201  of  Subchapter  .C  of  Chapter 
X  of  ’Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  be  amended  by  making  the 
change  set  forth  below  to  the  regulations 
adopted  on  October  29,  1976. 

And.  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
order  shall  become  effective  March  14. 
1977. 
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TUs  is  not  a  major  Federal  acticm 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969. 

Issued  February  7,  1977,  by  Alan  M. 
Fitzwater,  Director,  Rail  Services  Plan¬ 
ning  Office. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

Section  1201.920  is  amended  by  the 
addition  of  the  following  new  paragraph 
(e): 

§  1201.920  Collection  of  data. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  WcUvers  and  modifications.  The 
Offce  may,  wito  respect  to  individual  re¬ 
quests.  upon  good  cause  shown,  waive  or 
modify  any  requirement  of  this  section 
not  required  by  law. 

[PR  Doc.77-4343  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

(Release  No.  34-13241:  PUe  S7-667] 

PART  249— FORMS,  SECURITIES 
EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Temporary  Schedule  of  Transaction  Fees 

Payable  on  Over-the-Counter  Sales  of 

Listed  Securities 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  today  annoimced  the  adoption 
of  a  Temporary  Schedule  of  Transaction 
Fees  Payable  on  Over-the-Counter  Sales 
of  List^  Securities  (“Schedule  T”)  to 
Form  X-17A-10  [17  CFR  249.6181  ef¬ 
fective  immediately.  Schedule  T  is  de¬ 
signed  to  assess  fees  on  over-the-coimter 
sales  of  listed  securities  from  broker- 
dealers  mandated  by  Sec.  31  of  the  Act 
as  amended  by  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975  (“1975  Act”). 
Schedule  T  consists  of  two  line  items 
and  will  be  used  only  for  calendar  year 
1976  since  it  is  proposed  to  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  into  the  Form  X-17A-5  [17 
249.6171  Income  Statement  commenc¬ 
ing  in  calendar  year  1977.^ 

Background 

Sec.  31  of  the  Act  was  amended  by  the 
1975  Act  to  require  for  the  first  time  that 
the  Commission  collect  fees  on  over-the- 
counter  sales  of  listed  securities  com¬ 
mencing  in  calendar  year  1976. 

Prior  to  the  January  1,  1976  effective 
date  of  the  amendments  to  Section  31 
of  the  Act,*  the  payment  of  a  transaction 
fee  on  the  sale  of  securities  was  required 
only  for  transactions  effected  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange.  In  order  to 


*See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
13100/December  22,  1976,  42  Ped.  Reg.  782 
(January  4.  1977)  for  proposed  modifications 
to  Porm  X-17A-5  [17  C!PR  249.617]  Income 
Statement:  see  also  Securities  Exchange  Act 
'Release  No.  12614/ July  14.  1976,  41  Ped.  Reg. 
30587  (July  26,1976)  in  which  the  Ckmimls- 
sion  noted  that  It  was  “considering  making 
minor  amendments  to  SEC  Porm  X-17A-10 
to  allow  for  the  reporting  and  payxnent  of 
the  fee  on  an  annual  basis  only." 

*89Stat.  170  (1975). 


ensure  “even-handed  treatment,”  how¬ 
ever,  for  transactions  in  exchange-listed 
securities  occurring  on  national  securi¬ 
ties  exchanges  and  in  the  over-the-coun¬ 
ter  market,  the  1975  Act  expanded  the 
scope  of  Section  31  of  the  Act  to  en¬ 
compass  transactions  in  securities  reg¬ 
ister  on  any  national  exchange,  which 
transactions  are  effected  by  a  registered 
broker  or  dealer  otherwise  than  on  such 
an  exchange.* 

Because  Sec.  31  of  the  Act  requires  the 
subject  fee  to  be  assessed  for  calendar 
year  1976  it  is  desirable  that  a  Schedule 
T  to  Porm  X-17A-10  [17  CFR  249.618] 
be  adopted  and  declared  effective  imme¬ 
diately  so  that  its  distribution  and  proc¬ 
essing  may  be  integrated  with  the  other 
parts  of  Form  X-17A-10  [17  CFR  249.- 
618]  for  calendar  year  1976. 

Statutory  Basis  and  Competitive 
Considerations 

Schedule  T  to  Form  X-17A-10  [17  CFR 
249.618]  is  adopted  as  described  pursuant 
to  the  authority  conferred  on  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  by  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  partic¬ 
ularly  Sections  17(a),  23(a)  and  31 
thereof.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  Schedule  T  of  Porm  X-17A-10  [17 
CFR  249.618]  imposes  no  burden  on  com¬ 
petition  not  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Act 
and  is  not  inconsistent  with  Uie  public 
interest  or  the  protection  of  investors. 
This  determination  is  based  on  the  rea¬ 
son  that  the  adopted  Schedule  T  imposes 
a  minimal  burden  for  the  purpose  of  ef¬ 
fectuating  the  mandate  of  Section  31  of 
the  Act 

Waiver  of  Notice  and  Procedure 

In  view  of  the  specific  statutory  man¬ 
date  to  collect  such  a  transaction  fee  for 
calendar  year  1976  and  the  Imminent 
distribution  to  brcrfcer-dealers  of  other 
parts  of  Form  X-71A-10  [17  CFR  249.- 


*89  Stat.  162  (1975):  See  S.  Rep.  No.  94-75, 
94th  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  139-40.  The  text  of  Sec¬ 
tion  31  of  the  Act,  as  amended,  is:  “Every 
national  securities  exchange  shall  pay  to  the 
Commission  on  or  before  March  15  of  each 
calendar  year  a  fee  in  an  amount  equal  to 
one  three-hundredths  of  1  per  centum  of 
the  aggregate  dollar  amount  of  the  sales  of 
securities  (other  than  bonds,  debentures,  and 
other  evidences  of  Indebtednesss)  trans¬ 
acted  on  such  national  securities  exchange 
during  each  preceding  calendar  year  to  which 
this  section  applies.  Every  registered  broker 
and  dealer  shall  pay  to  the  Conunlssion  on 
or  before  March  15  of  each  calendar  year  a 
fee  in  an  amount  equal  to  one  three-hun¬ 
dredths  of  1  per  centum  of  the  aggregate  dol¬ 
lar  amount  of  the  sales  of  securities  regis¬ 
tered  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
(other  than  bonds,  debentures,  and  other 
evidences  of  Indebtedness)  transacted  by 
such  broker  or  dealer  otherwise  than  on 
such  an  exchange  during  each  preceding  cal¬ 
endar  year:  Provided,  however,  that  no  pay¬ 
ment  shall  be  required  for  any  calendar  year 
In  which  such  payment  would  be  less  than 
one  hundred  dollars.  The  Commission,  by 
rule,  may  exempt  any  sale  of  securities  or  any 
class  of  sales  of  securities  from  any  fee  im¬ 
posed  by  this  section,  if  the  Conunlssion 
finds  that  such  exemption  is  consistent  with 
the  public  interest,  the  equal  regulation  of 
markets  and  brokers  and  dealers,  and  the 
development  of  a  national  market  system." 


618]  for  calendar  year  1976,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  good  cause  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary.  or  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest.*  Therefore,  effective  immediately, 

17  CFR  Part  249  is  amended  by  adding 
Schedule  T  to  §  249.618. 

Place  of  Filing 

Schedule  T  need  not  be  initially  *  filed 
directly  with  the  Commission  by  those 
broker-dealers  which  are  members  of  an 
exchange  or  association  whidi  has  filed 
an  appropriate  plan  declared  effective  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  Rule  17a-10  [17  CFR  240.17a-10]. 
The  American  Stock  Exchange,  Boston 
Stock  Exchange,  Chicago  Board  Options 
Exchange,  Midwest  Stock  Exchange.  Na¬ 
tional  Association  of  Securities  Dealers, 
New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Pacific  Stock 
Exchange,  and  Philadelphia  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  have  plans  in  effect  which  will 
eliminate  for  their  firms  an  initial  direct 
filing  requirement  with  the  Commission. 
SECO  firms  will  file  directly  with  the 
Commission. 

Request  for  Public  Comment 

Although  Schedule  T  is  temporary  for 
calendar  year  1976  only  and  requires 
only  2  line  items  of  information,  the 
Commission  welcomes  any  suggestions  or 
comments  which  members  of  the  public 
may  wish  to  make.  Such  comments 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  on  as 
timely  a  basis  as  possible  and  be  directed 
to  George  A.  Fitzsinunons,  Secretary,  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  All  such  com¬ 
munications  should  refer  to  File  No.  S7- 
667  and  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

.  Availability  of  Schedule  T 

A  copy  of  Schedule  T  to  Form  X-17A- 
10  [17  CFR  249.618]  is  attached*  and 
further  copies  thereof  may  be  obtained 
on  request  for  the  Securities  and  Ex-  * 
change  Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 
20549. 

(Secs.  17,  23.  31.  48  Stat.  897,  901,  904  (15 
UA.C.  78q,  78w,  78ee) .) 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

February  3, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-4349  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


*5  U.S.C.  553(b)  (B)  provides  that  general 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  Is  not  required  when  the  agency 
for  g&od  caiise  finds  that  It  Is  “Impracticable, 
unnecessary  or  contrary  to  the  public  Inter¬ 
est."  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (3)  provides  that  an 
adopted  rule  becomes  effective  30  days  alter 
publication  except  “as  otherwise  provided  by 
the  agency  for  good  cause  found  and  pub¬ 
lished  with  the  rule.” 

*  Athough  the  Initial  filing  of  Schedule  T, 
due  along  with  the  rest  of  Form  X-17A-10  ( 17 
CFR  249.  618]  45  days  aftei  the  end  of  cal¬ 
endar  year  1976,  will  be.  In  most  Instances, 
with  the  self -regulatory  organizations,  a  copy 
of  that  Schedule  T  filing  along  with  a  cer¬ 
tified  check  or  bank  money  order.  If  a  fee  is 
due,  must  be  submitted  directly  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  no  later  than  March  15, 1977. 

•  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  doctiment. 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
[10CFRPart73] 

PHYSICAL  PROTECTION  OF  PLANTS  AND 
MATERIALS 

Guard  Force  Response  to  an  Alarm 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  under  consideration  amendments  to 
its  regulations  in  10  CPR  Part  73,  “Physi¬ 
cal  Protection  of  Plants  and  Materials” 
which  would  clarify  the  responsibilities 
of  the  onsite  guards  for  the  protection  of 
special  nuclear  material  from  theft  and 
licensed  plants  from  industrial  sabotage, 
and  would  assure  uniformity  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  regulatory  requirements  in 
this  important  area. 

The  present  regulations  require  that, 
in  response  to  an  alarm,  guards  deter¬ 
mine  if  a  threat  exists  and,  if  so,  assess 
the  level  of  threat,  call  for  assistance 
from  local  law  enforcement  authorities, 
and  initiate  measures  against  the  threat. 
There  has  been  some  misunderstanding 
by  licensees  concerning  the  relative  pri¬ 
ority  of  the  need  for  personal  action  by 
guards  and  the  need  to  obtain  assistance 
from  local  authorities. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  elimi¬ 
nate  this  misunderstanding.  It  would  es¬ 
tablish  that  the  onsite  security  force’s 
first  priority  is  to  assess  the  level  of  a 
threat  and  convey  the  nature  of  that 
threat  to  the  proper  law  enforcement 
authorities,  in  accord  with  prearranged 
security  plans.  The  proposed  amendment 
would  also  establish  that  the  second  pri¬ 
ority  is  to  take  action  to  protect  special 
nuclear  material  from  theft  and  the 
plant  from  sabotage.  In  such  instances, 
the  security  force  would  be  expected  to 
take  appropriate  delaying  action  while 
awaiting  assistance.  It  is  also  made  clear 
that  the  use  of  deadly  force  by  guards 
should  not  exceed  normally  justifiable 
limits. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  and  section  553  of 
Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  that  adoption  of  the 
following  amendment  to  10  CFR  Part 
73  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
is  contemplated.  All  interested  persons 
who  desire  to  submit  written  comments 
or  suggestions  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment,  or  any  other  matter 
pertinent  to  the  subject  of  this  notice, 
should  send  them  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission^  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  At¬ 
tention;  Docketing  and  Service  Branch, 
by  April  11,  1977.  Copies  of  comments 
on  the  proposed  amendment  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 


ument  Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

1.  Paragraph  (g)  (2)  of  §  73.50  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.50  Requirements  for  physical  pro* 
lection  of  licensed  activities. 


«  «  *  «  • 

(g)  Response  reQuirement*  *  * 

(2)  Upon  detection  of  abnormal  pres¬ 
ence  or  activity  of  persons  or  vehicles 
within  an  isolation  zone,  a  protected 
area,  a  material  access  area  or  a  vital 
area,  or  upon  evidence  of  intrusion  into 
a  protected  area,  a  material  access  area 
or  a  vital  area,  ^e  licensee  security  or¬ 
ganization  shall: 

(i)  Determine  whether  or  not  a  threat 
exists, 

<ii)  Assess  the  extent  of  the  threat,  if 
any, 

(iii)  Inform  local  law  enforcement 
agencies  of  the  threat  and  request  as¬ 
sistance,  if  necessary, 

(iv)  Require  guards  to  interpose 
themselves  between  the  special  nuclear 
material  and  any  person  attempting  en¬ 
try  for  purposes  of  industrial  sabotage 
or  theft,  and  to  intercept  any  person  ex¬ 
iting  with  special  nuclear  material,  and 

(v)  Instruct  guards  to  prevent  or  de¬ 
lay  the  theft  or  industrial  sabotage  by 
using  a  sufficient  degree  of  force  to  coun¬ 
ter  that  degree  of  force  directed  at  them 
including  the  um  of  deadly  force  when 
there  is  reasonable  belief  it  is  necessary 
in  self-defense  or  in  the  defense  of  oth¬ 
ers. 

(Sec.  1611.,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948,  Pub. 
L.  93-377,  88  Stat.  475;  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93- 
438,  88  Stat.  1243  (42  U.S.C.  2201,  5841)) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  4th 
day  of  February,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.' 


Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  of  the  Commission. 


|PR  Doc.77-4165  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
[  10  CFR  Part  211] 

CONFORMING  AMENDMENTS  TO  EN¬ 
TITLEMENTS  PROGRAM  TO  IMPLEMENT 
PURCHASE  AUTHORITY  FOR  STRA¬ 
TEGIC  PETROLEUM  RESERVE 

Proposed  Rulemaking  and  Public  Hearing 

Title  I,  Part  B  of  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  C'EPCA”),  enacted  on 
December  22, 1975,  set  forth  new  require¬ 
ments  for  the  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration  (“FEA”)  to  acquire  up  to  one 
billion  barrels  of  crude  oil  and  refined 


pertoleum  products  for  storage  in  a 
Strategic  Petroleum  Reserve  (“SPR”). 
On  December  15,  1976,  in  accordance 
with  the  EPCA,  FEA  submitted  to  Con¬ 
gress  an  SPR  Plan  detailing  FEA’s  pro¬ 
posals  for  designing,  constructing,  and 
filling  the  storage  and  related  facilities 
of  the  SPR.  This  Plan,  which  will  take 
effect  following  forty-five  calendar  days 
of  continuous  session  of  Congress,  unless 
disapproved  or  accelerated  by  Congress, 
provides  for  the  storage  of  150  million 
barrels  of  crude  oil  by  December  22, 1978, 
325  million  by  December  22, 1980,  and  500 
million  by  December  22, 1982.  If  the  SPR 
Plan  has  not  taken  effect,  the  EPCA  re¬ 
quires  that  the  SPR  contain  not  less 
than  150  million  barrels  of  petroleum 
products,  including  crude  oil,  by  Decem¬ 
ber  22,  1978.  To  meet  these  goals,  PEA 
must  commence  crude  oil  acquisition  ac¬ 
tivities  in  the  near  future. 

In  the  SPR  Plan,  FEA  stated  its  inten¬ 
tion  to  propose  use  of  the  authorities 
.granted  in  the  Emergency  Petroleum 
Allocation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended 
(“EPAA”),  to  allow  the  Government  to 
obtain  the  benefits  of  domestic  crude  oil 
price  controls  for  imported  crude  oil  for 
the  SPR  to  the  same  extent  that  refiners 
receive  such  benefits  under  the  entitle¬ 
ments  program  for  processing  imported 
crude  oil.  The  plan  also  provided  that  a 
final  choice  among  several  options  being 
considered  by  FEA,  including  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  entitlements  program, 
would  be  made  following  completion  of 
the  review  process,  including  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

As  part  of  the  review  process,  FEA  is 
issuing  this  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  to  elicit  public  comments  on  FEA’s 
current  domestic  crude  oil  allocation 
pre^am  (the  “entitlements  program”) 
as  it  is  proposed  to  be  modified  with  re¬ 
spect  to  FEA’s  proposed  procedvires  for 
acquisition  of  crude  oil  for  the  SPR.  PEA 
will  shortly  issue  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  which  will  set  forth  conform¬ 
ing  amendments  to  the  price  regulations 
for  these  acquisition  procediu^. 

FEA  has  determined  that  the  crude  oil 
for  the  SPR  will  be  acquired  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  applicable  Federal  procure¬ 
ment  laws  and  regulations.  PEA  pro¬ 
poses,  in  conducting  such  procurement, 
to  allow  a  class  of  suppliers  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  entitlements  program  in  con¬ 
nection  with  sales  for  the  SPR  under 
procedures  similar  to  those  described  be¬ 
low,  which  would  call  for  certain  modifi¬ 
cations  to  FEA’s  entitlements  program 
and  price  regulations.  These  procedures 
should  not  be  taken  as  representing  the 
exact  form  of  the  final  procedures  PEA 
will  utilize  for  SPR  acquisitions,  and 
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comments  are  specifically  invited  as  to 
their  workability,  as  well  as  to  their  pro¬ 
posed  interaction  with  FEA’s  entitle¬ 
ments  program. 

Proposed  Procedures  for  SPR 
Acquisitions 

PEA  would  commence  its  acquisition 
process  by  soliciting  offers  from  refiners 
and  other  offerors  in  a  class  yet  to  be 
defined  for  the  volumes  of  crude  oil  to  be 
purchased  for  the  SPR.  In  its  requests 
for  proposals  (*‘RFP’s’*),  or  invitations 
for  bids  (“IPB’s”),  FEA  would  specify,  in 
the  maximum  possible  detail,  the  total 
volumes  of  the  various  types  of  crude 
oils  required,  the  delivery  points  (i.e.,  the 
specific  storage  sites  or  other  locations) , 
the  dates  for  deliveries  of  specified  vol¬ 
umes  at  each  delivery  point,  and  the  cri¬ 
teria  for  contract  awards.  In  response  to 
these  RFP’s  or  IFB’s,  domestic  refiners 
and  crude  oil  resellers,  for  example,  could 
submit  offers  specifying  sale  prices  to  the 
Government  at  the  point  of  delivery, 
which  prices  would  be  subject  to  subse¬ 
quent  automatic  adjustments,  as  de¬ 
scribed  below.  Under  these  procedures, 
refiners  or  other  firms  whose  offers  were 
accepted  could  specify  in  their  proposals 
whether  import^  or  domestic  crude  oil 
would  be  delivered,  and  would  indicate 
the  applicable  ceiling  prices  for  any  do¬ 
mestic  crude  oils  that  would  be  so  de¬ 
livered.  The  proposed  prices  would  in¬ 
clude  amoimts  for  transportation  and 
handling,  plus,  if  applicable,  the  allow'- 
able  profit  margin  under  FEIA’s  price 
regulations  governing  crude  oil  resales. 

Each  refiner  that  sold  crude  oil  to  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  SPR  would 
be  required  to  include  the  volumes  de¬ 
livered  in  its  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  and 
its  crude  oil  receipts  for  purposes  of  the 
entitlements  program  in  the  month  in 
which  delivery  to  the  Government  took 
place,  i.e.  entitlements  would  be  issued 
and  applied  just  as  if  the  crude  oil  had 
been  run  in  a  refinery.  Firms  other  th^ 
refiners  that  made  sales  to  the  SPR 
would  be  considered  as  refiners  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  entitlements  program  and 
their  sale  volumes  would  be  required  to 
be  reported  as  crude  oil  runs  and,  in  the 
case  of  domestic  crude  oil.  also  as  crude 
oil  receipts.  Thus,  for  example,  if  a  re¬ 
finer  delivered  100,000  barrels  of  im¬ 
ported  crude  oil  to  a  particular  SPR 
storage  site  in  the  month  of  October 
1977,  that  refiner’s  crude  oil  runs  for  that 
month  would  be  increased  by  those  100,- 
000  barrels,  and  it  would  be  awarded  en¬ 
titlements  with  reference  to  the  national 
domestic  crude  oil  supply  ratio,  without 
giving  effect  to  the  small  refiner  bias. 
If  the  crude  oil  delivered  were  domestic 
crude  oil  subject  to  a  first  sale  ceiling 
price,  the  refiner  would  further  have  an 
entitlement  obligation,  since  the  crude 
oil  would  be  included  in  its  crude  oil  re¬ 
ceipts.  In  other  words,  acquisitions  for 
the  SPR  would  be  subject  to  the  same 
cost  equalization  that  applies  when  crude 
oil  is  refined  domestically. 

Obviously,  at  the  time  price  proposals 
are  submitted,  refiners  and  other  firms 


would  not  know  the  amount  of  the  per 
barrel  entitlement  value  and  of  the  en¬ 
titlement  obligatimis  associated  with 
lower  and  un>or  tier  crude  oils,  and  the 
appropriate  adjustment  to  the  contract 
price  would  therefore  have  to  be  de¬ 
termined  subsequent  to  the  actual  de¬ 
livery.  Final  entitlonent  values  are  cur¬ 
rently  not  known  until  two  months  after 
the  month  in  which  the  crude  oil  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  refiners'  nms  to  stills. 

To  avoid  creating  uncertainties  be¬ 
cause  of  this  delay,  all  price  pr(HX>6als 
(whether  for  domestic  or  imported  crude 
oil)  would  be  coucj^ed  in  terms  of  a  fully 
delivered  price  to  the  Government.  The 
payment  obligation  of  the  Government 
would  be  that  fully  dehvered  price  ad¬ 
justed  downward  by  the  value  of  an  en¬ 
titlement  on  an  imcontrolled  barrel  of 
crude  oil  in  the  month  of  delivery.  Thus, 
persons  offering  imported  crude  oil  or 
uncontrolled  crude  oil  would  calculate 
their  offers  without  any  reference  to 
price  controls  or  the  entitlements  pro¬ 
gram,  i.e.,  their  offers  would  be  at  prices 
equivalent  to  those  in  effect  for  compa¬ 
rable  imports  or  imcontrolled  domestic 
crude  oils.  Persons  providing  dconestic 
crude  oil  subject  to  a  first  sale  ceiling 
price  would  therefore  have  to  take  ac¬ 
count  of  the  relative  values  of  controlled 
and  uncontrolled  crude  oils  and  the 
amount  of  any  disincentive  for  imported 
crude  oil  built  into  the  program  (now  21 
cents  per  barrel) .  In  all  cases  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  could  compare  price  offers 
directly. 

FEA  is  contemplating  two  alternative 
methods  of  pajTnent.  First,  persons  de¬ 
livering  crude  oil  for  the  SPR  could  be 
paid  two  months  after  delivery,  payment 
being  the  contract  price  less  the  per  bar¬ 
rel  entitlement  value  for  an  imcontrolled 
barrel  of  crude  oil  for  the  month  of  de¬ 
livery.  Secondly,  such  persons  could  be 
paid  the  contract  price  less  the  Gtovem- 
ment’s  estimate  of  net  entitlement  value 
at  the  time  of  delivery,  any  differences 
between  estimated  and  actual  net  values 
being  accounted  for  two  months  later 
when  the  entitlement  value  and  associ¬ 
ated  entitlement  obligations  are  finally 
determined.  FEA  solicits  comments  on 
which  of  these  alternatives  would  be 
most  appropriate  and  feasible,  and  on 
any  other  possible  methods  of  payment 
which  would  be  more  appropriate  than 
either  of  the  alternatives  described. 

The  contractual  situation  of  two  dif¬ 
ferent  firms,  one  offering  old  oil  and  one 
offering  uncontrolled  oil.  is  illustrated  in 
the  following  table. 


Table 


Refiner  A 

Refiner  B 

(old  oil) 

(uncon¬ 
trolled  oil) 

Cost  to  Government 

a. 

Offer  price . 

$13.2.5 

$13.25 

b. 

Net  entitlement  value 

2.35 

2.35 

c. 

Net  cost  to  Oov- 

emment  (a.  mi¬ 
nus  b.)_ . 

10.90 

ia90 

Net  Reti'bn  to 

Rstineb 

d.  GovemmeDt  payment 

to  refiner  (c.) . 

ia90 

ia90 

e.  Value  of  entitlement  re- 

ceived  (b.) ' . 

2.35 

Z3S 

f.  Entitlement  purchase 

required  > . »... 

7.M 

0 

ft.  Net  return  to  re- 

finer  (d.  plus 
e.  minus  f.) . 

5.41 

13.25 

'  Assumes  entitlement  value  of  $7.M  and  domestic 
crude  oil  supply  ratio  of  0.3. 


It  should  be  noted  that,  if  Refiner  A’s 
net  return  for  old  oil  were  to  exceed  the 
applicable  first  sale  ceiling  price  imder 
the  price  regulations,  these  regulations 
would  provide  for  a  further  adjustment 
in  the  sale  priQ|e. 

Proposed  Modifications  to 
Entitlements  Program 

To  implement  the  procedures  de¬ 
scribed  a^ve,  the  entitlements  program 
is  proposed  to  be  amended  as  follows. 
First,  a  new  §  211.67(d)  (6)  would  be 
added  to  provide  for  inclusion  within  the 
volume  of  a  refiner’s  crude  oil  runs  to 
stills  of  the  volumes  delivered  by  that 
refiner  to  the  Federal  Government  for 
storage  in  the  SPR.  These  volumes  would 
be  an  adjustment  to  a  refiner’s  crude  oil 
nms  based  on  the  actual  volumes  deliv¬ 
ered  to  the  Government  for  the  SPR  in 
the  particular  month,  and  the  date  of 
contract  award  wrould  not  be  the  ccm- 
trolling  factor.  Similarly,  for  firms  other 
than  refiners  (except  producers  of  con¬ 
trolled  domestic  crude  oil)  a  new  §  211.67 
(d)  (7)  prondes  that  sales  to  the  SPR 
w’ould  render  these  firms  eligible  for  en¬ 
titlement  issuances  on  the  same  basis  as 
is  provided  fw  refiners. 

The  amendments  to  the  entitlements 
program  proposed  hereby  also  include 
modifications  to  the  definition  of  crude 
oil  receipts  in  §  211.62  to  provide  that, 
with  respect  to  domestic  crude  oil  sold 
to  the  Federal  Government  for  storage 
in  the  SPR.  refiners  would  be  required 
to  include  the  volumes  thereof  in  their 
crude  oil  receipts  in  the  month  in  which 
delivery  thereof  was  made  to  the  stor¬ 
age  site.  Under  these  modifications,  firms 
other  than  refiners  would  also  be  deemed 
to  have  crude  oil  receipts  for  purposes 
of  the  program  with  regard  to  their  sales 
to  the  SPR.  A  refiner’s  crude  oil  receipts 
would  be  so  adjusted  regardless  of 
whether  the  volumes  delivered  were 
properly  includable  in  that  refiner’s 
crude  oil  receipts  at  some  earlier  date,  or 
whether  such  volumes  w’ere  never  prop¬ 
erly  includable  therein  at  all,  due  per¬ 
haps  to  the  sale  having  been  made  by 
the  production  or  transportation  depart¬ 
ment  of  an  integrated  company,  where 
the  crude  oil  would  not  have  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  Us  refining  department’s  in¬ 
ventories. 

Comments  are  invited  generally  as  to 
the  practicability  of  these  procedures; 
and  specifically  as  to  what  class  of  sup¬ 
pliers  of  crude  oil  for  the  SPR  should 
be  allowed  to  piarticipate  in  the  mtitle- 
ments  program;  whether,  and  in  what 
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maimer,  domestic  producers  should  par¬ 
ticipate;  and  whether  refiners  should 
have  the  ability  to  spread  the  effect  of 
these  adjustments  over  a  longer  period 
than  otherwise  would  be  the  case  under 
the  assumptions  outlined  above. 

WtUTTEN  Comment  and  Public  Hearing 
Procedures 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  data,  views  or  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposals  set  forth  in  this 
notice  to  Executive  Communications, 
Room  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Box  KP,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  envelope  and  on  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  PEA  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions  with  the  designation  “Strate¬ 
gic  Petroleum  Reserve — Conforming 
Amendments  to  Domestic  Crude  Oil 
Allocation  Program.”  Fifteen  copies 
should  be  submitted.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  February  25,  1977,  before  4:30 
p.m.,  e.s.t.,  will  be  considered  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  before  final 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions. 

Any  information  or  data  considered 
by  the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confi¬ 
dential  must  be  so  Identified  and  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The 
PEA  reserves  the  right  to  determine  the 
confidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  its  de¬ 
termination. 

The  public  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  held  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  February 
23,  1977,  in  Room  2105,  2000  M  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  in  order  to  re¬ 
ceive  comments  from  interested  persons 
on  tiie  matters  set  forth  herein. 

Any  person  who  has  an  interest  in  the 
proposed  amendments  issued  today,  or 
who  is  a  representative  of  a  group  or 
class  of  persons  that  has  an  interest  in 
today’s  proposed  amendments,  may  make 
a  written  request  for  an  opportunity  to 
make  oral  presentation.  Such  a  request 
should  be  directed  to  Executive  Com¬ 
munications,  FEA,  and  must  be  received 
before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  on  February  14, 
1977.  Such  a  request  may  be  hand 
delivered  to  Room  3309,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday.  The  person  making 
the  request  should  be  prepared  to  de¬ 
scribe  the  interest  concerned,  if  appro¬ 
priate,  to  state  why  he  or  she  is  a  proper 
representative  of  a  group  or  class  of  per¬ 
sons  that  has  such  an  interest,  and  to 
give  a  concise  summary  of  the  proposed 
oral  presentation  and  a  phone  number 
where  he  or  she  may  be  contacted 
through  February  21,  1977.  Each  person 
selected  to  be  heard  will  be  so  notified 
by  the  FEA  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1977  and  must  submit  100 
copies  of  his  or  her  statement  to  Alloca¬ 
tion  Regulation  Development  Office, 
Room  2214,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  on 
February  18,  1977. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select 
the  persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hearings. 


to  schedule  their  respective  presenta¬ 
tions,  and  to  establish  the  procedures 
governing  the  conduct  of  the  hearings. 
The  length  of  each  presentation  may  be 
limited,  based  on  the  niunber  of  persons 
requesting  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  ofiBcial  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearings.  These  will  not 
be  judicial  or  evidentiary  type  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearings,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  persons 
presenting  statements.  Any  decision 
made  by  the  FEA  with  respect  to  the 
subject  matter  of  the  hearings  will  be 
based  on  all  information  available  to  the 
FEA.  At  the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral 
statements,  each  person  who  has  made 
an  oral  statement  will  be  given  the  op¬ 
portunity,  if  he  so  desires,  to  make  a 
rebuttal  statement.  The  rebuttal  state¬ 
ments  will  be  given  in  the  order  in  which 
the  initial  statements  were  made  and  will 
be  subject  to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  at  the  hearings,  to 
Executive  Communications,  FEA,  before 
4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.,  February  18,  1977.  Any 
person  who  wishes  to  ask  a  question  at 
the  hearings  may  submit  the  question,  in 
writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The  FEA 
or  the  presiding  officer,  if  the  question 
is  submitted  at  the  hearings,  will  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  question  is  relevant, 
and  whether  the  time  limitations  permit 
it  to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  including  the  transcript,  will  be  re¬ 
tained  by  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Office.  Room  2107,  Federal 
Building,  12th  and  Pennyslvania  Ave¬ 
nue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between 
the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  Any  person  may 
purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript  from 
the  reporter. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  notice 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Administrator 
of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
for  his  comments  concerning  the  impact 
of  this  proposal  on'  the  quality  of  the 
environment.  The  Administrator  had  no 
comments. 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  11821, 
issued  November  24,  1974,  and  has  been 
determined  to  be  of  a  nature  that  re¬ 
quires  an  evaluation  of  its  inflationary 
impact.  Notice  of  the  availability  of  the 
related  economic  impact  analysis  will  be 
published  shortly  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  and  interested  parties  will  be  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
this  analysis. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,*  Pub.  L.  93-159.  as  amended.  Pub.  L. 
93-511,  Pub.  L.  94-99,  Pub.  L.  94-133.  Pub. 
L  94-163,  and  Pub.  L.  94-385;  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  as 


amended.  Pub.  L.  94-163,  as  amended,  Pub. 

L  94-385;  E.O.  11790,  30  FR  23185.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
211  of  Chapter  II.  Title  10  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  February 
5,  1977. 

David  G.  Wilson, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

1.  Section  211.62  is  amended  in  the 
definition  of  “crude  oil  receipts”  by  add¬ 
ing  two  sentences  at  the  end  of  that 
definition  to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.62  Definitions. 

*  •  •  •  • 

“Crude  oil  receipts”  means  •  •  •  The 
volumes  of  crude  oil  included  in  a  re¬ 
finer’s  crude  oil  receipts  shall  also  in¬ 
clude  any  volumes  of  crude  oil  sold  and 
delivered  to  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  for  storage  in  the  Strategic  Pe¬ 
troleum  Reserve  mandated  by  Title  I, 
Part  B,  of  the  Energy  Policy  and  Conser¬ 
vation  Act  (Pub.  L.  94-163),  such  vol¬ 
umes  to  be  included  in  that  refiner’s 
crude  oil  receipts  for  the  month  in  which 
delivery  of  that  crude  oil  is  made  to  the 
United  States  Government.  Any  firm 
other  than  a  refiner  that  is  eligible 
to  receive  entitlement  issuances  under 
paragraph  (d)  (7)  of  §  211.67  of  this  sub¬ 
part  shall  be  deemed  to  have  crude  oil 
receipts  on  the  same  basis  as  if  it  were 
a  refiner  with  respect  to  any  volumes  of 
crude  oil  so  sold  and  delivered  to  the 
United  States  Government  for  storage  in 
the  Strategic  Petroleum  Reserve. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  211.67  is  amended  by  adding 
new  paragraphs  (d)  (6)  and  (7)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  211.67  Allocation  of  domestic  crude 
oil. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  *  *  * 

(6)  The  volume  of  a  refiner’s  crude 
oil  runs  to  stills  in  a  particular  month 
for  purposes  of  the  calculations  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)(1)  of  this  section  and  the 
calculations  for  the  national  domestic 
crude  oil  supply  ratio  (without  giving 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (e) 
of  §  211.67)  shall  include  the  total  num¬ 
ber  of  barrels  of  crude  oil  delivered  to 
the  United  States  Government  in  that 
month  for  storage  in  the  Strategic  Pe¬ 
troleum  Reserve  mandated  by  Title  I. 
Part  B,  of  the  Energy  Policy  and  Con¬ 
servation  Act  (Pub.  L.  94-163). 

(7)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  a  firm  other  than  a 
refiner  (except  for  a  producer  as  to  a 
first  sale  by  it  of  domestic  crude  oil  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  ceiling  price  imder  Part  212  of 
this  chapter)  shall  be  eligible  for  entitle¬ 
ment  issuances  on  the  same  basis  as  a 
refiner  under  paragraph  (d)  (6)  of  this 
section  with  respect  to  deliveries  of  crude 
oil  to  the  United  States  Government  for 
storage  in  the  Strategic  Petroleum  Re¬ 
serve  manded  by  'Title  I,  Part  B,  of  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act 
(Pub.  L.  94-163). 

(FR  Doc.77-4226  Filed  2-7-77.12:28  pm] 
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CENTRAL  INTELLIGENCE  AGENCY 

[  32  CFR  Part  1900  ] 

FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION 

Public  Access  to  Documents  and  Records 
and  Declassification  Requests 

The  Central  Intelligence  Agency  is 
considering  amending  its  rules  for  access 
to  records  under  Uie  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act  to  clarify  and  update  the  def¬ 
inition  of  “rcords”  so  that  it  includes 
machine  readable  materials  and  those 
documents  and  record?  furnished  by 
other  agencies,  foreign  governments,  or 
international  organizations  and  held  by 
the  CIA.  Also,  under  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment,  a  request  under  the  Act  for  docu¬ 
ments  or  records  originated  by  CIA, 
which  is  referred  to  CIA  by  another 
agency,  shall  be  considered  a  Freedom  of 
Information  request  to  the  CIA.  It  will 
be  processed  in  accordance  with  CIA  reg¬ 
ulations,  as  of  the  time  that  it  is  received 
by  CIA.  and  CIA  will  respond  directly  to 
the  requester,  making  it  unnecessary  for 
a  requester  to  submit  requests  to  both 
agencies.  Similarly,  a  request  directed  to 
CIA  that  concerns  documents  or  records 
originated  by  another  agency  will  be 
transferred  by  CIA  to  the  originating 
agency  for  their  determination  and  di¬ 
rect  response  to  the  requester. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  pr(^)osed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  comments  as  they  may  desire 
to:  Chief,  Information  and  Privacy  Staff, 
Central  Intelligence  Agency.  Washington, 
D.C.  20505.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  March  18,  1977,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  CIA  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  rule. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  102  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Act  of  1947,  as  amended 
(50  U.S.C.  403),  the  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  Act  of  1949,  as.  amended  (50 
u  s  e.  403a  et  seq.),  Executive  Order 
11652,  as  amended  (3  CFR  revised  as  of 
January  1,  1974,  p.  339),  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C. 
552) ,  and  the  Federal  Records  Manage¬ 
ment  Amendments  of  1976  (Sec.  4,  Pub. 
L.  94-575,90  Stat.  2723). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  32  CFR  Part  1900  as 
follows: 

§  1900.3  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  1900.3  paragraph  (g)  is 
amended  by  inserting  the  words  "ma¬ 
chine  readable  materials”  between  the 
word  “photographs”  and  the  words  “and 
other  documentary  materials”  and  by 
deleting  paragraphs  (4)  and  (5). 

2.  Section  1900.11  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1900.11  Freedom  of  information  com¬ 
munications  ;  requirements  as  to 
form. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Any  request  or  communication  to 
an  agency  other  than  the  Central  Intel¬ 
ligence  Agency  which  requests  or  con¬ 


cerns  documents  or  records  originated  by 
the  CIA,  and  which  is  transferred  by  that 
agency  to  the  CIA,  shall  be  considered  a 
Freedom  of  Information  request  to  the 
CIA  for  that  referred  document  as  of 
date  of  receipt  by  the  CIA  of  the  referral, 
and  shall  be  processed  pursuant  to  regu¬ 
lations.  CIA  will  respond  directly  to  the 
requester. 

*  •  •  •  • 

3.  In  §  1900.43  a  new  paragraph  (c)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1900.43  Reviewing  records. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  In  the  event  located  records  are 
determined  to  have  originated  with  an¬ 
other  government  agency,  the  Coordina¬ 
tor  shall  notify  the  requester  of  such  fact 
and  shall  expeditiously  forward  such 
records  or  a  description  thereof  to  the 
originating  agency  for  their  determina¬ 
tion  and  direct  response  to  the  requester. 

*  «  «  •  * 

Dated:  February  3,  1977. 

John  F.  Blake, 

Deputy  Director  for  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Central  Intelligence 
Agency. 

IFR  Doc.77-4296  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Coa^t  Guard  ' 

[  33  CFR  Part  117  ] 

[COD  76-230] 

SARASOTA  COUNTY.  FLORIDA 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Operation 
Regulations 

The  Commandant  has  authorized  a 
public  hearing  to  be  held  by  the  Com¬ 
mander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard  District. 
The  hearing  will  be  held  at  the  Sarasota 
City  Mobile  Home  Park  Auditorium,  2100 
East  Laurel  Street.  Sarasota.  Florida 
33577,  at  7:00  p.m.  on  Thursday,  March 
17,  1977.  The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to 
gather  information  and  data  necessary 
to  attempt  to  resolve  the  differences  be¬ 
tween  various  factions  who  support  or 
oppose  the  proposed  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  operation  of  these  drawbridges. 
Approximately  600  replies  have  been  re¬ 
ceived.  of  these  about  400  generally  sup¬ 
ported  the  proposal  while  200  opposed  it. 
These  proposals  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  23,  1976 
(41  FR  55897)  and  distributed  as  a  public 
notice  bv  the  Commander,  Seventh  Cocist 
Guard  District,  on  December  23,  1976. 

The  proposed  regulations  are  shown 
below: 

§  117.462a  Sarasota  County,  bridge!!. 

(a)  Hatchett  Creek,  U.S.  Highway  41, 
Gulf  Intracoastal  Waterway,  Venice, 
Florida;  and  Ringling  Causeway,  State 
Road  780,  Gulf  In teracoastal  Waterway, 
Sarasota,  Florida.  The  draws  shall  open 
on  signal  from  6:00  p.m.  to  7:30  a.m. 
From  7:30  a.m.  to  6:00  p.m.,  the  draws 
need  not  open  except  on  the  hour  and 


half-hour  and  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Siesta  Key,  State  Road  789,  Gulf 
Intracoastal  Waterway,  Sarasota,  Flor¬ 
ida;  and  New  Pass.  State  Road  789,  Sara¬ 
sota.  Florida.  The  draws  shall  open  on 
signal  from  6:00  p.m.  to  7:30  a  m.  From 
7:30  a.m.  to  6:00  p.m.,  the  draws  need 
not  open  except  on  the  quarter  and  three- 
quarter  hour  and  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(c)  The  draws  of  each  bridge  in  this 
section  shall  open  at  any  time  for  the 
piassage  of  public  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  tugs  with  tows,  or  vessels  in  dis¬ 
tress.  The  opening  signal  from  these  ves¬ 
sels  is  four  blasts  of  a  whistle,  horn,  or 
by  shouting. 

(d)  The  owner  of  or  agency  controlling 
each  bridge  shall  post,  on  both  sides  of 
the  bridge,  signs  that  state  the  conditions 
of  this  regulation.  These  signs  shall  be 
of  such  size  that  they  may  be  easily  read 
from  an  approaching  vessel  at  any  time. 

The  hearing  will  be  informal.  Coast 
Guard  representatives  will  preside  at  the 
hearing,  make  a  brief  opening  state¬ 
ment  describing  the  proposed  drawbridge 
regulations,  and  announce  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  followed  at  the  hearing.  Each 
person  who  wishes  to  make  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  should  notify  the  Commander 
(oan) ,  Seventh  Coast  Guard  District,  51 
S.W.  F^t  Avenue,  Miami,  Florida  33130. 
Such  notification  should  include  the  ap¬ 
proximate  time  required  to  make  the  pre¬ 
sentation.  A  transcript  will  be  made  of 
the  hearing  and  may  be  purchased  by  the 
public.  Interested  persons  who  are  unable 
to  attend  this  hearing  may  also  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  consideration  of  these  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  by  submitting  their 
comments  in  writing  on  or  before  April 
19,  1977,  to  the  Commander  (oan).  Sev¬ 
enth  Coast  Guard  District.  Each  com¬ 
ment  should  state  the  reasons  for  sup¬ 
port  or  opposition  or  proposed  changes 
to  the  regulations  and  the  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  the  persons  or  organization  sub¬ 
mitting  the  comment. 

Copies  of  all  vTitten  communications 
will  be  available  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  at  the  office  of  the  Com¬ 
mander  (oan).  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District.  All  comments  received  will  be 
considered  before  final  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  drawbridge  regulations. 
After  the  time  set  for  the  submission  of 
comments,  the  Commander  (oan).  Sev¬ 
enth  Coast  Guard  District,  will  forward 
the  record,  including  all  written  com¬ 
ments  and  his  recommendations,  to  the 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Environment  and 
Systems,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Washington. 
D.C.  20590,  who  will  make  the  final  de¬ 
termination  on  this  matter. 

(Sec.  5.  28  stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(2):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(5),  33  CFR  1.05- 
1(c)(4).) 

Dated:  February  7, 1977. 

D.  J.  Riley, 

Acting  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

[FR  Doc.77-4249  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
National  Park  Service 
[  36  CFR  Parts  16  and  17  ] 

RETAINED  RIGHTS  OF  USE  AND  OCCU¬ 
PANCY  OF  SINGLE  FAMILY  NONCOM¬ 
MERCIAL  RESIDENTIAL  PROPERTY 

Conveyance  of  Freehold  and  Leasehold  In¬ 
terests  on  Lands  of  National  Park  Sys¬ 
tem;  Extension  of  Comment  Period 

Notice  was  given  in  the  January  4. 
1977  Federal  Register,  42  FR  812  to  815, 
that  the  National  Park  Service  is  propos¬ 
ing  the  establishment  of  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  the  criteria  for  retention  of 
estates,  the  procedures  under  which  such 
retained  estates  would  be  created,  the 
rights  and  obligations  of  holders  of  re¬ 
tained  estates,  the  amount  to  be  charged 
for  them,  the  criteria  for  conveyances  of 
freehold  or  leasehold  interests  in  lands 
within  the  National  Park  System  to  pri¬ 
vate  parties  of  freehold  or  leasehold  in¬ 
terests  in  lands  within  imits  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  System  and  the  procedures 
under  which  such  conveyance  would  be 
made,  and  written  comments  were  solic¬ 
ited  from  all  interested  parties  on  or 
before  February  3.  1977.  However,  it  has 
been  determined  that  it  would  be  in  the 
best  interest  of  all  interested  parties  and 
the  United  States  to  provide  an  addi¬ 
tional  period  of  time  of  60  days  from 
February  3,  1977  within  which  to  submit 
written  comments.  Accordingly,  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  regulations 
must  be  received  on  or  before  April  3, 
1977,  addressed  to  the  Director,  National 
Park  Service,  Department  of  the  Interior. 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

William  J.  Briggle, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Park  Service. 
[FR  Doc.77-4316  ’^ed  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[47  CFR  Part  21] 

[Docket  No.  20907] 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  RADIO  SERVICES 
(OTHER  THAN  MARITIME  MOBILE) 

One-Way  Signaling  on  a  Primary  Basis; 
Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

Adopted:  February  3, 1977. 

Released:  February  4, 1977. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  to  Part  21 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  extend  parts 
of  §  21.501(a) ,  (b)  and  (c)  to  permit  one¬ 
way  signaling  on  a  primary  basis. 

1.  Presently  before  the  Chief,  Com¬ 
mon  Carrier  Bureau  is  a  letter  from 
Frank  Taubes,  dated  January  18.  1977, 
requesting  a  further  extension  of  time 
from  February  1,  1977  to  November  30, 
1977,  in  order  to  file  reply  comments  to 
the  above  referenced  docket. 

2.  By  Order,  adopted  on  December  3, 
1976  and  released  December  7,  1976,  the 
Bureau  partially  granted  a  request  for 
an  extension  of  time  that  was  filed  by  Mr. 
Taubes.  Mr.  Taubes’  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  from  Droember  1,  1976 
to  September  30, 1977  was  considered  in- 
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consistent  with  the  public  Interest  be¬ 
cause  much  of  the  material  submitted  by 
Mr,  Taubes,  in  support  of  the  request  for 
an  extension  of  time,  had  already  been 
received  by  petitions  from  other  con¬ 
cerned  parties  of  interest.  'The  latest  ex¬ 
tension  request  by  Mr.  Taubes  does  not 
offer  any  additional  support  for  a  further 
extension  of  time  to  file  reply  comments. 
Therefore  Mr.  Taubes  request  for  a  fur¬ 
ther  extension  of  time  to  November  30. 
1977  has  been  rejected.  However,  since 
we  have  just  received  this  matter  before 
us  at  this  late  date,  we  will  further  extend 
the  time  for  which  to  file  comments  to 
March  1,  1977  in  order  not  to  prejudice 
Mr.  Taubes. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority  under  §  0.303  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  time  to 
file  reply  comments  to  the  docket  refer¬ 
enced  above  has  been  extended  from  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1977  to  March  1,  1977. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Walter  Hinchman, 

Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[PR  Doc.77-4237  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
,[49  CFR  Part  192] 

[Notice  77-1:  Docket  No.  OPSO-42] 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  NATURAL  AND 
OTHER  GAS  BY  PIPELINE 

Design  of  Plastic  Pipelines 

The  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
(MTB)  is  considering  amendments  to 
the  requirements  of  §§  192.121  and  192.- 
123(b)(2)  which  prescribe  the  design 
pressure  and  maximum  allowable 
operating  temperature  of  plastic  pipe 
used  in  gas  pipelines.  Hie  amendment  to 
§  192.121  would  establish  (1)  for  thermo¬ 
plastic  pipe,  alternative  temperature 
bases  for  determining  the  long-term 
hydrostatic  strength  used  in  computing 
pipe  design  pressure,  and  (2)  a  single  de¬ 
sign  factor  for  use  in  the  design  formula 
for  plastic  pipe.  The  amendment  to 
§  192.123(b)  (2)  would  prcrtiibit  the  use  of 
thermoplastic  pipe  where  operating 
temperature  of  the  pip>e  will  exceed  the 
temperature  used  as  a  basis  for  deter¬ 
mining  long-term  strength  under  §  192.- 
121.  In  addition,  the  marking  require¬ 
ments  of  §  192.63  would  be  amended  to 
require  that  thermoplastic  pipe  be 
marked  to  state  its  long-term  hydrostatic 
strength  and  related  temperature  basis. 

The  existing  §  192.121  prescribes  a 
formula  for  determining  the  design  pres¬ 
sure  of  plastic  pipe.  Design  pressure  is 
determined  in  part  as  a  fimction  of  the 
pipe’s  design  strength  reduced  by  a  “de¬ 
sign  factor’’  equal  to  0.32  for  Class  1 
l^ations,  0.25  for  Classes  2  and  3  loca¬ 
tions;  and  0.20  for  Class  4  locations.  For 
thermoplastic  pipe,  .design  strength  is 
defined  as  the  pipe’s  long-term  hydro¬ 
static  strength  in  pounds  per  square  inch 
as  stated  in  the  “listed  specification.” 
which  is  ASTM  Specification  D2513.  Sec¬ 
tion  192.123(b)  (2)  now  prohibits  the  use 


of  thermoplastic  pipe  where  operating 
temperature  of  the  pipe  will  exceed  100® 
F. 

A  petition  for  rulemaking  filed  by  the 
American  Society  of  Mechanical  Engi¬ 
neers  (ASME)  (Docket  No,  Pet.  75-3) 
identifies  three  problem  areas  in  the 
existing  §§192.121  and  192.123(b)(2): 

(1)  The  low  maximum  allowable 
operating  temperature  (100®  F)  for 
thermoplastic  pipe;  (2)  the  disparity  be¬ 
tween  the  temperature  (73.4®  F)  at 
which  the  long-term  hydrostatic  strength 
of  thermoplastic  pipe  is  determined  un¬ 
der  ASTM  D2513  and  the  maximum 
allowable  operating  temperature  of  the 
pipe:  and  (3)  the  conservative  “design 
factors”  used  to  determine  design  pres¬ 
sure  for  plastic  pipe  in  Classes  2,  3,  and 
4  locations. 

Maximum  Allowable  Operating 
Temperature 

The  ASME’s  concern  over  the  present 
100®  F  maximum  allowable  operating 
temperature  for  thermoplastic  pipe  re¬ 
lates  mainly  to  the  use  of  plastic  service 
risers  installed  aboveground  in  metal 
casings.  (Metal  casings  serve  to  physi¬ 
cally  protect  plastic  service  risers  from 
damage  and  deterioration.)  Research 
performed  by  the  Dupont  Company, 
based  on  tests  at  many  locations  in  the 
U.S.,  indicates  that  when  ambient  air 
temperature  exceeds  80®  F,  the  tempera¬ 
ture  measured  by  thermocouples  at  mid¬ 
wall  of  plastic  pipe  in  metal  casings  ex¬ 
posed  to  direct  sunlight  will  probably  rise 
about  100®  F.  The  research  also  shows 
that  pipe  temperatures  as  high  as  125® 
F  may  occur  when  ambient  air  tempera¬ 
tures  reach  109®  F.  Because  of  the  wide¬ 
spread  demand  for  abovegroimd  plastic 
service  risers  encased  in  metal,  ASME 
suggests ,  that  increasing  the  maximum 
allowable  operating  temperature  could 
provide  for  more  efiScient  construction, 
operation,  and  use  of  materials  and 
thereby  be  economically  advantageous. 
Moreover,  ASME  states  that  because  of 
the  improved  characteristics  of  thermo¬ 
plastic  materials  and  with  a  precise  cor¬ 
relation  between  design  temperature  and 
operating  temperature  (as  discussed 
hereinafter),  an  operating  temperature 
as  high  as  140°  F  would  not  result  in  a 
reduction  in  safety. 

MTB  has  reviewed  the  results  of  Du¬ 
pont’s  research  and  finds  that  at  most 
locations  in  the  U.S..  the  temperature  of 
plastic  service  risers  installed  above¬ 
ground  in  metal  casings  will  not  reach 
120°  F.  The  research  shows  that  an  am¬ 
bient  air  temperature  of  100®  F  is  tiie 
threshold  for  120®  F  pipe  temperatures 
for  metal  encased  plastic  se'rvice  risers 
Installed  in  direct  sunlight.  For  example, 
an  air  temperature  between  100®  F  and 
102'  F  for  three  hours  caused  the  tem¬ 
perature  of  plastic  pipe  to  rise  above 
102®  F  for  one  hour.  The  research  further 
shows  that  even  in  the  hottest  areas  of 
the  U.S.,  pipe  temperatures  would  exceed 
120°  F  only  a  very  smaH  percent  of  the 
time. 

A  review  of  U.S.  Weather  Bureau  data 
for  21  cities  across  the  U.S.  for  the  sum¬ 
mers  of  1971-1974  shows  that  air  tem¬ 
peratures  above  80®  F  can  occur  any- 
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where  in  the  country.  Thus  siccording  to 
Dupont’s  research,  temperatures  of 
aboveground  plastic  service  risers  in 
metal  casings  would  readily  exceed  the 
present  100*  P  limitation.  This  eventual¬ 
ity  indicates  a  need  to  raise  the  100*  P 
operating  temperature  limitation  if 
aboveground  plastic  service  risers  in 
metal  casings  are  to  be  acc^table  for  use 
under  ordinary  summertime  conditions. 

Although  aboveground  plastic  service 
risers  could  probably  be  used  in  shaded 
conditions  without  exceeding  the  present 
100“  P  temperature  limitation,  MTB  be¬ 
lieves  that  this  restriction  on  installa¬ 
tion  is  not  only  impractical  but  also  un¬ 
necessary  for  safety  in  view  of  the  im¬ 
proved  physical  characteristics  of  ther¬ 
moplastic  pipe.  Research  data  obtained 
from  the  American  Gas  Association 
sponsored  research  at  Battelle  Columbus 
Laboratories  and  from  the  Plastic  Pipe 
Institute  indicate  that  the  thermoplastic 
materials  now  available  for  gas  pipelines 
can  be  used  at  temperatures  above  120* 
P  without  risk  or  failure. 

However,  MTB  finds  that  some  uncer¬ 
tainties  still  exist  in  predicting  the  mini¬ 
mum  long-term  strength  of  certain  ther¬ 
moplastic  materials  at  temperatures 
above  120*  P,  Por  this  reason,  MTB  pro¬ 
poses  that  the  maximum  allowable  op¬ 
erating  temperature  under  §  192.123(b) 
(2)  be  Increased  to  only  120°  P  rather 
than  140°  P  as  suggested  by  ASME  in  its 
petition.  This  proposed  temperature  lim¬ 
it  is  consistent  with  the  majority  of  op¬ 
erating  conditions  that  may  be  en¬ 
countered  and  is  supported  by  Dupont’s 
research  which  shows  that  only  in  the 
Southwestern  desert  regions  (e.g.,  Phoe¬ 
nix,  Arizona;  Borrego  Springs,  Califor¬ 
nia)  does  the  temperature  of  plastic  in 
service  risers  normally  exceed  120°  P. 
Thus  a  120°  P  maximum  allowable  oper¬ 
ating  temperature  would  appear  to  be 
high  enough  to  permit  the  use  of  above- 
groimd  plastic  service  risers  in  direct 
sunlight  in  all  areas  of  the  coimtry  ex¬ 
cept  for  some  Southwestern  locations.  As 
for  those  areas,  MTB  expects  that  future 
developments  in  the  design  of  encased 
plastic  service  risers  could  assure  that 
the  plastic  pipe  temperatures  will  not 
exceed  120°  P. 

Temperature  Disparity 

In  general,  as  the  operating  tempera¬ 
ture  increases,  the  long-term  strength 
of  thermoplastic  pipe  decreases.  Section 
192.121  now  requires  that  the  long-term 
strength  of  thermoplastic  pipe  be  deter¬ 
mined  at  73.4°  P,  while  S  192.123(b)(2) 
permits  the  pipe  to  be  operated  at  tem¬ 
peratures  up  to  100°  P.  ’This  tempera¬ 
ture  disparity  also  existed  imder  com¬ 
parable  provisions  of  the  1968  edition  of 
the  American  National  Standards  In¬ 
stitute  (ANSI)  B31.8  Ccxle  which  served 
as  a  basis  for  §§  192.121  and  192.123(b) 
(2). 

Between  73.4*  P  and  100*  P,  thermo¬ 
plastic  materials  now  in  use  for  gas  pip¬ 
ing  lose  about  20  percent  of  their  long¬ 
term  strength.  Under  both  the  B31.8 
Code  and  §  192.121,  this  loss  in  strength, 
or  “derati^,”  is  offset  by  appl3ring  con¬ 
servative  design  factors  in  the  design 


formula  for  plastic  pipe,  'fhe  prescribed 
design  factors  do  not,  however,  propor¬ 
tionally  compensate  for  derating,  espe¬ 
cially  at  temperatures  above  100*  P,  be¬ 
cause  the  long-term  strength  of  thermo¬ 
plastic  materials  varies  widely  among  the 
basic  types  of  material  and  the  various 
families  within  each  type. 

Because  of  this  variable  relation  be¬ 
tween  strength  and  temperature  in 
thermoplastic  material  and  the  possible 
adverse  consequences  on  pipe  made  of 
that  material,  ASME  suggested  that  ap¬ 
plicable  standards  be  amended  to  re¬ 
quire  that  in  computing  design  pressure, 
the  long-term  hydrostatic  strength  of 
thermoplastic  pipe  be  determined  by 
testing  at  a  temperature  which  is  equal 
to  or  greater  than  the  anticipated  op- 
erating  temperature  of  the  pipe.  MTB 
concurs  with  this  suggested  rule  change 
and  believes  that  if  adopted  it  would  in¬ 
crease  safety  by  bringing  the  design 
pressure  of  thermoplastic  pipe  into  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  actual  operating  strength 
of  the  pipe.  Also,  the  safety  of  gas  dis¬ 
tribution  would  be  enhanced  by  disquali¬ 
fying  for  use  thermoplastic  pipe  which 
cannot  withstand  the  design  pressure 
at  high  operating  temperatures. 

To  minimize  the  additional  testing  of 
thermoplastic  pipe  which  would  be 
necessary  imder  the  proposed  require¬ 
ment,  MTB  proposes  that  §  192.121  be 
amended  to  establish  three  temperature 
levels  as  bases  for  determining  long-term 
hydrostatic  strength:  73.4°  F  (the  level 
presently  required) ,  100*  P.,  and  120*  P. 
’Thermoplastic  pipe  would  be  tested  at 
one  or  all  three  temperature  levels  to 
determine  a  strength  value  for  use  in 
computing  pipe  design  pressure.  The 
strength  at  any  temperature  level  would 
be  determined  by  the  procedures  pres¬ 
ently  required  in  the  referenced  speci¬ 
fication  ASTM  D2513. 

To  provide  for  consistency  between  the 
temperature  basis  used  in  computing  de¬ 
sign  pressure  and  the  anticipated  op- 
perating  temperature  of  thermoplastic 
pipe,  MTB  further  proposes  that 
§  192.123(b)  (2)  be  amended  to  provide 
that  for  thermoplastic  pipe  the  tempera¬ 
ture  at  which  long-term  hydrostatic 
strength  is  determined  under  §192.121 
be  the  maximum  allowable  operating 
temperature  for  the  pipe.  This  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  consistent  with  and  sub¬ 
sume  the  previously  discussed  proposal 
to  increase  the  present  maximum  allow¬ 
able  operating  temperature  of  thermo¬ 
plastic  pipe  from  100°  P  to  120*  P  since 
120*  F  is  the  highest  temperature  level 
proposed  for  use  in  §  192.121. 

As  a  result  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  §§192.121  and  192.123(b)(2), 
the  strength  value  selected  for  use  in  the 
design  formula  would  have  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  at  a  temperature  equal  to  or  high¬ 
er  than  the  pipe’s  anticipated  operating 
temperature.  For  example,  thermoplas¬ 
tic  pipe  which  is  intended  to  operate  at 
temperatures  above  100*  F  but  less  than 
120*  F  would  have  to  be  hydrostatically 
tested  to  determine  its  long-term 
strength  at  120*  P.  The  120*  P  tempera¬ 
ture  would  then  beccxne  the  maximum 


allowable  operating  temperature  of  the 
pipe. 

Design  Factors 

The  ASME  petition  recommends  that  a 
single  design  factor  equal  to  0.32  be  used 
in  the  design  formula  for  plastic  piping. 
Section  192.121(b)  now  prescribes  differ¬ 
ent  factors  depending  on  the  class  lex’s - 
tion  of  the  pipeline.  ASME’s  rationale  for 
this  proposal  Includes  the  following : 

1.  ’The  existing  design  factors  were  de¬ 
veloped  when  cellulose  acetate  butyrate 
was  the  plastic  generally  used  for  gas  pip¬ 
ing.  ’This  plastic  was  adversely  affected 
by  natural  gas.  'The  materials  which  have 
now  replaced  it  in  general  use,  polyethy¬ 
lene  and  polyvinyl  chloride,  are  more 
chemically  inert.  Thus,  there  is  less  need 
for  conservative  design  factors  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  the  effects  of  gas  on  plastic. 

2.  The  prescribed  minimum  wall  thick¬ 
nesses  for  plastic  pipe  (§  192.123  (c)  and 
(d))  and  maximiun  limit  on  operating 
pressure  (§  192.123(a) )  provide  addi¬ 
tional  safeguards  against  the  potential 
for  failure  of  plastic  pipe  that  are  not 
similarly  provided  in  the  case  of  metal¬ 
lic  pipe.  In  the  absence  of  failure  data 
showing  a  need  for  more  stringent  safe¬ 
guards,  the  additional  restrictions  pro¬ 
vided  by  design  factors  lower  than  0.32 
for  Classes  2,  3,  and  4  could  be  safely 
eliminated. 

3.  The  “specified  wall  thickness”  re¬ 
quired  by  §  192.121  for  use  in  the  design 
formula  for  plastic  pipe  is  normally  less 
than  the  actual  wall  thickness  of  plastic 
pipe.  This  extra  wall  thickness,  which  re¬ 
sults  from  the  pipe  manufacturing 
process,  adds  to  the  safety  provided  by 
the  existing  rules. 

4.  The  water  pipeline  transportation 
industry  uses  a  design  factor  equal  to 
0.50  in  the  design  formula  for  plastic 
pipe,  and  the  operating  record  of  that 
industry  does  not  indicate  that  a  lower 
factor  is  needed  for  safety.  At  the  same, 
time,  approximately  16  years  of  research* 
by  the  Battelle  Columbus  Laboratories 
shows  that  the  long-term  strength  of 
plastic  pipe  has  proved  essentially  the 
same  in  tests  with  gas  and  water  media. 

Additionally,  prior  to  the  inclusion  of 
the  gas  design  factors  in  the  B31.8  Code, 
a  factor  equal  to  0.40  was  used  by  industry 
for  gas  piping  in  areas  equivalent  to 
Classes  2  and  3  locations.  There  has  not 
been  any  adverse  report  concerning  the 
performance  of  this  piping. 

5.  At  a  typical  abovegroimd  plastic 
service  riser  installation,  the  maximum 
allowable  operating  temperature  would 
occur  for  only  a  few  hours  a  day  during 
part  of  a  year.  In  contrast,  the  long-term 
strength  of  thermoplastic  pipe  used  in 
calculating  design  pressure  under  §  192.- 
121(a)  is  determined  by  testing  at  a  con¬ 
stant  temperature  for  a  period  of  10,000 
or  more  hours  and  extrapolating  this 
data  to  100,000  hours.  ITiis  “long-term” 
testing  at  a  constant  temperature  pro¬ 
vides  an  additicmal  safeguard  against 
failure  due  to  stress  at  high  tempera¬ 
tures. 

The  design  factors  required  for  use  in 
the  design  formula  for  plastic  pipe  un¬ 
der  S  192.121  are  identical  to  the  factors 
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recommended  for  use  in  the  ANSI  B31.8 
Code.  After  the  advent  of  the  use  of 
plastic  pipe  in  gas  piping,  the  gas  indus¬ 
try  adopted  a  conservative  design 
strength,  approximately  equal  to  one- 
half  the  design  strength  then  in  use  for 
plastic  water  piping.  Since  the  design 
strength  used  by  the  water  industry  in¬ 
corporated  a  design  factor  of  0.50,  the 
basic  gas  industry  design  factor  became 
0.25,  with  variations  for  piping  near 
high  and  low  population  densities. 

As  previously  stated,  design  factors 
originally  were  intended  in  part  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  the  uncertainties  involved 
in  strength-versus-temperature  derat¬ 
ing.  About  a  20  percent  loss  in  long-term 
strength  is  estimated  to  occur  in  plastic 
pipe  designed  on  the  basis  of  strength 
determined  at  73.4°P  but  which  is  oper¬ 
ated  at  100°P.  Also,  the  design  factors 
were  intended  to  compensate  for  the 
possible  unknown  effects  of  natural  gas 
on  plastic.  MTB  believes,  however,  that 
the  proposed  amendments  to  §§  192.121 
and  192.123(b)  (2)  which  would  remove 
the  existing  disparity  between  the  de¬ 
sign  strength  temperature  basis  and  the 
maximum  allowable  operating  tempera¬ 
ture  should  remove  the  need  for  an  ul¬ 
tra  conservative  design  factor  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  derating.  Purther,  the  tests 
performed  at  Battelle  and  many  years 
of  operating  experience  in  the  gas  in- 
dustiT^  without  adverse  consequences 
show  that  ultra  conservative  design  fac¬ 
tors  are  no  longer  necesary  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  unknown  effects  of  gas  on 
plastic.  Por  these  reasons  and  because  of 
the  other  safeguards  which  the  rules  now 
provide  (as  outlined  by  ASME),  MTB 
proposes  that  §  192.121  be  amended  to 
prescribe  a  single  design  factor  for  plas¬ 
tic  piping  in  all  class  locations. 

V^ile  MTB  believes  that  only  a  single 
design  factor  is  needed  for  safety,  the 
evidence  appears  to  indicate  that  a  fac¬ 
tor  of  0.32  may  be  too  conservative.  The 
hittory  of  design,  testing,  and  operation 
of  plsistic  pipelines  indicates  that  a  fac¬ 
tor  as  high  as  0.50  might  be  sufficient  for 
use  in  the  design  formula.  MTB  is  es¬ 
pecially  interested  in  receiving  com¬ 
ments  from  interested  persons  on  what 
should  be  the  numerical  value  of  a  single 
design  factor.  In  the  interest  of  com¬ 
prehension,  a  value  of  0.32  has  been  in¬ 
cluded  as  the  design  factor  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  the  design  formula 
set  forth  hereafter  under  item  2.  How¬ 
ever,  as  a  result  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  on  this  proposal  and  the  report  by 
the  Technical  Pipeline  Safety  Standards 
Committee,  the  final  rule  may  be 
changed  to  prescribe  a  design  factor 
within  the  range  from  0.32  to  0.50. 

*  Marking 

Section  192.63  now  requires  that 
thermoplastic  pipe  be  marked  as  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  specification  to  whicffi  it 
was  manufactured,  or  ASTM  D2513. 
Among  other  things,  the  reqxiired  mark¬ 
ing  enables  an  observer  to  determine  the 
long-term  strength  of  the  pipe  by  re¬ 
ferring  to  a  table  of  strength  values  in 
ASTM  D2513.  This  information  provides 
a  final  check  In  the  field  that  pipe  ready 


for  installation  meets  the  design  specifi¬ 
cation.  At  present,  the  strength  values 
shown  in  ASTM  D2513  are  determined 
by  hydrostatic  testing  at  73.4°F.  Strength 
values  for  thermoplastic  pipe  tested  at 
temperatures  of  100°P  or  120°P  are  not 
Indicated.  If  §5  192.121  and  192.123(b) 
(2)  are  amended  as  proposed  to  allow 
testing  and  operation  of  thermoplastic 
pipe  at  these  higher  temperatures,  the 
present  marking  requirements  would  not 
indicate  whether  field  pipe  meets  de¬ 
sign  specifications  based  on  the  higher 
temperatures.  Because  of  this  possible 
inconsistency,  MTB  believes  that  ther¬ 
moplastic  pipe  tested  at  any  temperature 
should  be  marked  to  state  its  strength 
and  the  associated  test  temperature.  It 
is  proposed,  therefore,  that  §  192.63  be 
amended  to  require  that  thermoplastic 
pipe  be  marked  accordingly. 

Under  the  proposed  amendment  to 
§  192.63,  all  thermoplastic  pipe,  including 
pipe  tested  at  73.4°F,  would  have  to  be 
marked  to  directly  state  its  strength  and 
associated  temperature  data.  MTB  is  in¬ 
terested  in  receiving  comments  on  the 
possible  difficulty  that  this  proposed 
marking  requirement  might  cause  with 
regard  to  marking  space  and  legibility. 
MTB  welcomes  any  alternative  marking 
suggestions  which  would  yield  the  same 
information. 

Impact  Evaluation 

MTB  has  determined  that  this  docu¬ 
ment  does  not  contain  a  major  proposal 
requiring  preparation  of  an  Inflation  Im¬ 
pact  Statement  imder  Executive  Order 
11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Effective  Date 

MTB  is  considering  making  these  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  effective  upon  their 
publication  as  final  rules.  This  would 
allow  operators  to  take  immediate  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  proposed  relaxation  of 
existing  standards.  MTB  recognizes, 
however,  that  without  an  appropriate 
exception,  the  proposed  amendment  to 
§  192.123(a)  (2)  coidd  prohibit  the  use  of 
some  thermoplastic  pipe  tested  at  73. 4 “P 
which  is  now  installed  and  operating  at 
temperatures  between  73.4‘’P  and  J00°P, 
or  which  has  been  inventoried  for  future 
use  at  those  temperatures.  Prohibiting 
the  use  of  this  pii>e  does  not  appear  war¬ 
ranted  for  public  safety,  and  to  do  so 
could  also  unnecessarily  block  the  use  of 
inventoried  thermoplastic  pipe  in  certain 
situations  pending  the  availability  of 
pipe  tested  at  100°P.  Therefore,  a 
“grandfather”  clause  has  been  included 
In  the  proposed  amendment  to  §  192.123 
(a)  (2)  to  permit  the  use  at  operating 
temperatures  up  to  100°F  of  thermo¬ 
plastic  pipe  tested  at  73.4*  P  which  is 
manufactured  before  the  effective  date 
of  the  final  rules.  Similarly,  it  Is  pr(^x>sed 
that  the  proposed  amendm^t  to  the 
marking  requirements  of  §  192.63  not 
apply  to  thermoplastic  pipe  manufac¬ 
tured  before  the  effective  date. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  MTB 
pr(^x)se8  that  Part  192  of  Title  49  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be  amoided 
as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  192.63(a)  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  192.63  Marking  of  materials. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  each  valve,  fitting, 
length  of  pipe,  and  other  cwnponent 
must  be  marked  as  prescribed  in — 

(1)  The  specification  or  standard  to 
which  it  was  manufactiued;  or 

(2)  MSS  Standard  Practice,  SP-25. 
However,  the  marking  on  thermoplastic 
pipe  manufactured  after  (one  day  before 
effective  date)  mpst  show  the  long-term 
hydrostatic  strength  of  the  pipe  and  the 
temperature  at  which  that  strength  was 
determined. 

•  «  *  •  • 

2.  By  amending  §  192.121  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  192.121  Design  of  plastic  pipe. 

The  design  pressure  for  plastic  pipe  is 
determined  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  formula,  subject  to  the  limita¬ 
tions  in  §  192.123: 

~X0.32 

P=Design  pressure  in  pounds  per 
square  inch  gauge 

S=^  For  thermoplastic  pipe,  the  long¬ 
term  hydrostatic  strength  in 
poimds  per  square  inch  determined 
in  accordance  with  ASTM  D2513  at 
a  temperature  equal  to  73.4°F, 
100°F,  or  120“P;  for  reinforced 
thermosetting  plastic  pipe,  11,000 
p.s.i. 

t==Specifled  wall  thickness  in  inches 

D=:  Specified  outside  diameter  in 
Inches. 

3.  By  amending  §  192.123(b)  (2)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  192.123  Design  limitations  for  plastic 
pipe. 

•  «  «  «  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  Por  thermoplastic  pipe  manufac¬ 
tured  before  (effective  date) ,  above 
100°P,  for  thermoplastic  pipe  manufac¬ 
tured  -after  (one  day  before  effective 
date),  above  the  temperature  at  which 
the  long-term  hydrostatic  strength  used 
in  the  desigm  formula  under  §  192.121 
is  determined:  or  for  reinforced  thermo¬ 
setting  plastic  pipe,  above  150‘’F. 

•  «  *  •  * 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  action  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire.  Com- 
mimications  should  identify  the  regula¬ 
tory  docket  and  notice  numbers  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  Pipeline  Safety  Operations,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  2100  Second 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
All  communications  received  by  March 
28,  1977,  will  be  considered  before  final 
action  is  taken  on  the  notice.  Late  filed 
comments  will  be  considered  so  far  as 
practicable.  AH  comments  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  by  interested  per¬ 
sons  at  the  Docket  Room,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  c<Hnment8.  Ihe  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
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changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

(Sec.  3.  Pub.  L.  90-481,  82  Stat.  721  (49  US.C. 
1672) ;  40  FR  43901,  49  CFR  1.63(a)  and  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (2)  of  Appendix  A  to  Part  102.) 

Issued  in  Washingrton,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  4, 1977. 

Cesar  DeLeon, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Pipeline  Safety  Operations. 

IFR  Doc.77-4251  Filed  2-9-77;8;45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[  50  CFR  Part  251  ] 

FISHERY  FOR  SURF  CLAMS 
Financial  Aid  Prt^am  Procedures 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
(NMFS),  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration  (NOAA),  has 
under  consideration  an  amendment  to 
Financial  Aid  Program  Procedures  (50 
CFR  Part  251)  to  incorporate  in  Subpart 
B  of  Part  251  a  new  section  to  adopt  the 
“fishery  for  surf  clams”  as  a  Conditional 
Fishery. 

Subpart  A  of  50  CFR  Part  251  sets 
forth  the  general  policy  under  which  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  programs  for  the 
commercial  fisheries  will  be  administer¬ 
ed  and  establishes  the  procedure  to  be 
used  in  proposing  and  adopting  a  fishery 
as  a  Conditional  Fishery.  Each  fishery 
adopted  as  a  Conditional  Fishery  will  be 
enumerated  under  Subpart  B  of  50  CFR 
Part  251.  The  terms  under  which  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  related  to  a  Conditional 
Fishery  may  be  approved  are  set  forth  in 
the  regulations  on  procedures  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  each  financial  assistance 
program.  Consequently,  in  considering 
the  adoption  of  a  Conditional  Fishery, 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  regulations 
for  administering  the  Fishing  Vessel  Ob¬ 
ligation  Guarantee  Program  (50  CFR 
Part  255)  and  the  Pishing  Vessel  Capital 
Construction  Fund  Program  (50  CFR 
Part  259)  are  reviewed  to  assure  that  due 
consideration  is  afforded  to  participants 
in  these  programs. 

It  is  the  intent  of  the  conditional  fish¬ 
eries  regulatory  mechanism  as  set  forth 
in  Part  251  of  this  chapter  that  NMFS 
financial  assistance  activiti^  will  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  wise  use  of  the  fisheries 
resources  and  with  their  development, 
advancement,  management,  conserva¬ 
tion,  and  protection.  When,  upon  review 
and  evaluation  of  situations  and  condi¬ 
tions  in  a  fishery,  it  is  determined  that 
certain  fisheries  demonstrably  do  not 
need  additional  harvesting  capacity  to 
meet  management  needs  and  objectives, 
those  fisheries  may  be  adopted  as  con¬ 
ditional  fisheries. 

Fisheries  adopted  as  conditicmal  fish¬ 
eries  will  be  those  in  which  applicati<m 
of  NMFS  financial  assistance  activities 
will  be  controlled  in  a  manner  which,  on 
balance,  will  be  consistent  with  the  needs 
and  objectives  of  management.  Conse¬ 
quently,  NMFS  financial  assistance  pro¬ 


grams  will  not  be  used  to  worsen  condi- 
tl(ms  in  those  fisheries  adopted  as 
ccmditional  fisheries.  To  the  contrary, 
these  programs  may  then  be  more  effec¬ 
tively  and  efficiently  used  to  assist  es¬ 
tablished  fishermen  in  all  fisheries  in¬ 
cluding  conditional  fisheries,  under  terms 
and  conditions  as  set  forth  in  the  cross- 
referenced  regulations  fw  each  financial 
assistance  program.  However,  this  regu¬ 
latory  mechanism  (50  C!PR  Part  251)  is 
not  viewed  as  a  substitute  for  sound  fish¬ 
eries  management  practices  at  the  inter¬ 
national,  national,  and  state  levels. 

The  proposed  amendment,  as  set  forth 
below,  would  incorporate  in  Subpart  B 
of  the  regulations  a  new  §  251.25  to  clas¬ 
sify  the  “fishery  for  surf  clams”  as  a 
Conditional  Fishery  as  the  term  is  de¬ 
fined  in  §  251. l(i). 

The  principal  situations  and  condi¬ 
tions  under  consideration  for  determin¬ 
ing  that  the  “fishery  for  surf  clams”  is 
in  need  of  regulation  under  Part  251  of 
this  chapter  are  described  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  Explanatory  Statement. 

Federal  and  State  agencies  as  well  as 
the  public  will  be  given  time  and  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  comment  on  this  proposed 
amendment. 

Comments  that  are  received  will  be 
evaluated  giving  full  consideration  to  the 
national  interest  and  the  multiplicity  of 
environmental,  biological,  economic,  so¬ 
cial,  and  other  situations  and  conditions 
as  the  Director  may  deem  relevant.  Upon 
evaluation  of  all  comments  and  avail¬ 
able  information,  the  Director  will  take 
action  as  may  be  appropriate  and  will 
continue  to  monitor  and  assess  situations 
and  conditions  related  to  the  “fishery  for 
surf  clams”  to  determine  the  continued 
need  for  regulation.  This  proposed 
amendment  is  published  pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  section  4  of  the 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Act  of  1956,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  Title  XI  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended;  section  607  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended; 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act; 
and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1970. 

Written  views,  data,  or  arguments  on 
this  proposed  amendment  should  be  sub- 
mitt^  to  the  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235.  All  communications  received  on  or 
before  May  11,  1977,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  with  respect  to 
adoption  of  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time;  however,  any  persons  desiring  a 
public  hearing  may  request  such  a  hear¬ 
ing  by  writing  to  the  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235.  In  the  event  that  a  public 
hearing  is  found  necessary  an  appropri¬ 
ate  notice  to  that  effect  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  order  of  the  Administrator,  Na¬ 
tional  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Admin¬ 
istration. 

Dated :  February  4, 1977. 

Robert  M.  White, 
Administrator. 

Explanatory  Statement.  The  Director 
considers  it  necessary  to  classify  the 


“fishery  for  surf  clams”  as  a  Conditional 
Fishery  for  regulation  under  Part  251  of 
this  chapter.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
regulation,  surf  clams  are  identified  as 
the  species  Spisula  solidissima,  and  the 
geographic  area  of  the  fishery  is  taken  to 
be  the  continental  shelf  of  the  United 
States  including  the  territorial  sea  adja¬ 
cent  to  the  coastal  States  from  Maine  to 
Cape  Hatter  as.  North  Carolina.  The  nec¬ 
essary  situations  and  conditioiis  for  such 
classification  follow. 

Since  1973,  the  States  of  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delawai'e.  Maryland,  and 
Virginia,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  and  fishing  industry  representa¬ 
tives  have  coordinated  efforts  directed 
toward  the  management  objectives  of 
assuring  the  conservation  of  the  surf 
clam  resource  and  protecting  the  indus¬ 
try  dependent  thereon.  Through  these 
coordinated  efforts  relevant  informatiwi 
about  the  fishery  has  been  assembled  and 
assessed,  the  need  to  obtain  additional 
information  has  been  recognized,  studies 
of  the  fishery  have  been  initiated,  and 
some  of  the  conservation  and  manage¬ 
ment  measures  that  may  help  achieve 
management  objectives  have  been  identi¬ 
fied.  Historically  the  surf  clam  fishery 
developed  by  expanding  southward  from 
New  England,  first  to  New  York,  then  to 
New  Jersey,  and  more  recently  to  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  and  Virginia,  as  concen¬ 
trations  of  surf  clams  were  discovered, 
niis  development  was  made  possible  by 
technological  improvements  in  both  har¬ 
vesting  and  processing  techniques  which 
Improved  the  economic  efficiencies  in 
both  sectors.  This  led  to  an  expansion 
onto  known  resource  beds  previously  eco¬ 
nomically  unavailable.  As  a  result,  surf 
clam  leadings  increased  from  about  8 
million  pounds  of  meats  in  1950  to  levels 
of  about  96  million  pounds  in  1974.  and 
86  million  pounds  in  1975.  Preliminary 
data  show  that  landings  through  Sep¬ 
tember  1976  amount  to  37.6  million 
pounds.  During  the  past  decade  there  has 
been  an  increase  of  about  50  percent  in 
the  total  number  of  vessels,  and  an  in¬ 
crease  in  the  average  size,  harvesting 
capability,  and  mobility  of  the  newer 
vessels  added  to  the  fleet. 

During  the  development  of  this  fishery, 
assessment  surveys  of  the  surf  clam  re¬ 
source  were  made  by  the  States  and  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  to 
identify  the  general  areas  of  surf  clam 
abundance  and  to  obtain  information 
which  might  be  used  to  make  estimates 
of  the  standing  stock  and  of  the  annual 
recruitment  rate  of  surf  clams  to  the 
harvestable  population.  In  addition,  re¬ 
cent  scientific  research  conducted  off  the 
New  Jersey  coast  identified  transient  en¬ 
vironmental  changes  which  has  caused 
significant  surf  clam  mortalities  over  an 
extensive  area.  It  is  estimated  that  dur¬ 
ing  recent  years,  the  surf  clam  fishing 
fleet  has  harvested  the  resource  at 
annual  levels  exceeding  those  which  can 
be  produced  by  the  resource  on  a  sus¬ 
tained  basis.  In  the  first  half  of  1976,  the 
size  of  the  fleet  has  been  augmented  by 
an  additional  number  of  large  vessels, 
nie  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
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estimates  that  the  level  of  fishing  power 
for  the  surf  clam  fleet  is  now  the  highest 
ever  recorded.  Notwithstanding  the  in¬ 
crease  in  total  fleet  harvesting  capacity, 
landings  during  the  first  half  of  1976 
were  50  percent  less  than  for  the  equiva¬ 
lent  time  period  in  1975,  and  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  total  1976  landings  will  be 
about  50  iiercent  below  the  1975  landings 
total. 

In  view  of  the  above  conditions  and 
situations,  it  appears  that  there  now 
exists  sufficient  fleet  capacity  to  harvest 
the  resource  at  an  annual  rate  equal  to 
or  above  that  which  the  scientists  believe 
can  be  sustained  annually.  Consequently, 
the  Director  is  considering  that  the 
“fishery  for  surf  clams”  should  be  a  Con¬ 
ditional  Fishery  in  accordance  with  Part 
251  of  this  chapter. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  251  of  this 
ch^ter.  Subpart  B — Conditional  Fish¬ 
eries  to  add  a  new  §  251.25  as  follows; 

§  251.25  Fishery'  for  surf  clams. 

[PR  Doc.77-4297  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TR/^NSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  25  ] 

[Docket  No.  16280;  Notice  No.  76-25A] 

TRANSPORT  CATEGORY  AIRPLANE  FA¬ 
TIGUE  REGULATORY  REVIEW  PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Conference  Agenda 

On  November  15,  1976,  the  FAA  issued 
an  invitation  to  all  interested  persons  to 
submit  proposals  for  consideration  dur¬ 
ing  its  Transport  Category  Airplane 
Fatigue  Regulatory  Review  Program 
(Ref.  Notice  76-25,  41  FR  50956;  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1976).  In  that  Notice,  the  FAA 
announced  that  a  Conference  would  be 
held  during  March  15-17,  1977  at  the 
Sheraton-National  Hotel,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22204  in  connection  with  the 
program  and  that  the  FAA  would  pre- 
"  pare  a  Conference  Agenda  (containing  a 
compilation  of  the  proposals  submitted) 
which  would  be  distributed  to  interested 
persons. 

The  FAA  hereby  announces  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  Agenda  for  its  Transport 
Category  Airplane  Fatigue  Regulatory 
Review  Conference.  Copies  are  being  dis¬ 
tributed  to  each  person  who  submitted  a 
proix>sal  and  to  others  who  have  ex¬ 
pressed  an  interest  in  this  Regulatory 
Review  Program.  Other  interested  per¬ 
sons  may  obtain  a  copy  (while  the  sup¬ 
ply  lasts)  by  contacting  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Flight  Stand¬ 
ards  Service,  Attention:  Airworthiness 
Review  Branch,  AFS-910,  800  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue,  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591,  Telephone  202-426-8128. 

The  Conference  Agenda  contains,  in 
addition  to  a  compilation  of  the  propos¬ 
als  submitted,  information  on  advance 
registration  for  the  Conference,  hotel 
accommodations,  and  participation  in 
FAA’s  rule-making  activities. 


The  proposals  submitted  in  re^?onse 
to  Notice  76-25  are  scheduled  for  con¬ 
sideration  as  follows: 

Tuesday,  Mabch  15,  1977 

Morning.  Opening  session  and  NASA  pres¬ 
entation. 

Afternoon.  Presentation  of  proposals  by 
FAA,  the  Aerospace  Industries  Association, 
and  the  Air  Transport  Association. 

Wednesday,  March  16,  1977 

Morning.  Presentation  of  proposals  by  the 
Joint  Airworthiness  Requirements  Commit¬ 
tee,  the  General  Aviation  Manufacturers 
Association,  Mr.  Jurg  Branger,  and  the 
Australian  Department  of  Transportation. 

Afternoon.  Discussion  of  proposals. 

Thursday,  March  17,  1977 

Morning.  Discussion  of  proposals. 

Afternoon.  Discussion  of  proposals  and 
closing  statements. 

Persons  who  plan  to  attend  the  Con¬ 
ference  should  be  aware  of  the  following 
procedures  that  have  been  established 
to  facilitate  the  workings  of  the  Con¬ 
ference.  These  procedures  expand  upon 
those  announced  in  Notice  76-25 : 

1.  The  Conference  will  begin  at  9  a.m. 
on  the  morning  of  March  15,  1977  in  the 
south  ballroom  of  the  Sheraton-Nation¬ 
al  Hotel,  Arlington,  Virginia.  There  will 
be  no  admission  fee  or  other  charge  to 
attend  and  participate.  All  Conference 
sessions  will  be  open,  on  a  space  avail¬ 
able  basis,  to  all  persons  who  registered 
to  attend.  If  necessary  to  complete  the 
Conference  Agenda,  sessions  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  evenings.  If  practicable,  the 
conference  Agenda  may  be  accelerated 
to  enable  adjournment  in  less  than  the 
three  days  scheduled. 

2.  The  Conference  will  be  chaired  by 
the  FAA.  It  will  convene  and  remain  in 
plenary  session  to  discuss  the  proposals 
in  the  Conference  Agenda.  If  the  need 
arises  to  resolve  a  specific  issue,  the  Con¬ 
ference  Chairpersons  may  form  a  special 
committee,  identifying  its  various  mem¬ 
bers.  The  Chairperson  of  this  committee 
will  be  an  FAA  representative,  who  will 
report  the  committee’s  recwnmendations 
to  the  Conference  Chairpersons. 

3.  Each  proposal  will  be  presented  by 
its  proponent,  who  will  answer  questions 
(for  clarification  only)  immediately 
after  his  presentation.  Discussion  will 
begin  after  all  proposals  have  been  pre¬ 
sented. 

4.  All  Conference  sessions  will  be  tape- 
recorded.  Copies  of  the  tapes  may  be  pur¬ 
chased.  at  fees  determined  in  accordance 
with  49  CFR  7.95(j),  from  the  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  AGC-24,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591.  In  addition,  the  sessions  will  be 
recorded  by  a  court  reporter.  Anyone 
interested  in  purchasing  the  court  re¬ 
porter’s  transcript  should  contact  him 
directly.  A  copy  of  the  court  reporter’s 
transcript  will  be  docketed.  A  Confer¬ 
ence  Summary  will  not  be  prepared  for 
this  Conference. 

5.  The  FAA  will  not  consider  material 
presented  at  the  Conference  by  partici¬ 


pants  on  any  issue  is  not  contained  in  the 
Conference  Agenda.  Position  papers  or 
clarification  of  language  in  the  proposals 
may  be  accepted  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Committee  Chairpersons. 

6.  Proposals  appearing  in  the  compila¬ 
tion  will  not  necessarily  be  includ^  in 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making.  State¬ 
ments  made  by  FAA  participants  at  the 
Conference  should  not  be  taken  as  ex¬ 
pressing  a  final  FAA  position.  The  FAA 
will  decide,  after  post-Conference  anal¬ 
ysis,  which  proposals  will  be  revised,  ex¬ 
panded,  or  accepted  without  change,  for 
inclusion  in  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making,  and  which  will  be  deferred  or 
rejected. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  Section  313(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.fe.C.  1354(a) ) 
and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Febru¬ 
ary  9,  1977. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service, 

[FR  Doc.77-4508  Filed  2-9-77;ll:17  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WE-30] 

TRANSITION  AREAS 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  the  Oxnard  and 
Santa  Barbara,  Calif.,  transition  areas. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  niunber  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  15000  Aviation  Boulevard. 
P.O.  Box  92007,  Worldway  Postal  Center, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  March  14, 
1977  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  'The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
P^eral  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  AGC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
informal  docket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Request  for  copies  of  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Atten¬ 
tion:  I^llc  Information  Center,  APA- 
430,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  TTie  FAA  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
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contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep* 
aration  of  an  Inflationary  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circiilar  A-107. 

As  part  of  this  proposal  relates  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  PAA,  in  areas  outside 
domestic  airspace  of  the  United  States 
is  governed  by  Article  12  of  and  Annex 
11  to  the  Convention  on  International 
Civil  Aviation,  which  pertain  to  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  air  navigation  facilities 
and  services  necessary  to  promoting  the 
safe,  orderly,  and  expeditious  flow  of  civil 
air  traffic.  Their  purpose  is  to  insiire  that 
civil  flying  on  International  air  routes 
is  carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and  effi¬ 
ciency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de¬ 
rived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  state  accepts  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago.  1944,  state  aircraft  are  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that 
its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  in¬ 
ternational  airspace  with  due  regard  for 
the  safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  outside 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
10854. 

The  proposed  amendment  would : 

1.  Amend  the  dimensions  of  the  Oxnard, 
Calif.,  5000  feet  MSL  Transition  Area  by  In¬ 
serting  “Lat.  34*08'00''  N.”  In  lieu  of  “Lat. 
34*15'00''  N.” 

2.  Amend  the  dimensions  of  the  Santa 
Barbara,  Calif.,  1200  feet  AOL  Transition  Area 
by  Inserting  "Lat.  34*08'00''  N.,  Long.  120° 
OO'OO”  W.,  to  Lat.  34*08‘00''  N..  Long.  120° 
28*00''  W.,”  In  lieu  of  "Lat.  34°15'00"  N.. 
Long.  120°00'00"  W.,  to  Lat.  34°15'00"  N., 
Long.  120*10'30"  W..” 

The  primary  area  of  Santa  Barbara 
Instrument  Approach  Procedure,  'South 
Terminal  Routes  overlies  a  portion  of  the 
5000  foot  Oxnard,  Calif.,  Transition  Area. 
The  minimum  altitude  for  this  portion 
of  the  approach  is  3500  feet  MSL.  In 
order  to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
the  procedure,  it  is  necessary  to  lower  the 
floor  of  the  transition  area  to  1200  feet 
AGL.  This  action  necessitates  a  change 


to  both  the  Oxnard  and  Santa  Barbara, 
Calif.,  Transition  Areas. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  and  1110  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a)  and  1510),  Executive  Order 
10854  (24  FR  9565)  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.SC.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  3, 1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

IFR  r)oc.77-4216  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[UCFRPart?!] 

I  Airspace  Doc.  No.  77-NE-ll 

VOR  FEDERAL  AIRWAY 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  A\’iation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  incorporate  the  Navy 
Brunswick,  Maine,  VOR  into  the  low  alti¬ 
tude  en  route  structure. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  New  England  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration.  12  New  England  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Park,  Burlington,  Mass.  01803. 
All  communications  received  on  or  before 
March  14,  1977  will  be  considered  before 
acticin  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  proposal  contained  in  this  no¬ 
tice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  AGC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An 
informal  (locket  also  wiU  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Request  for  copies  of  this  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Public  Information  Center,  APA- 
430,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  The  FAA  has 
determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Inflationary  Impact  State¬ 
ment  imder  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

.  The  FAA  proposes  to  amend  Part  71  as 
follows: 

In  5  71.123  (42  FR  307)  V-93  would  be 
amended  by  deleting  "Kennebunk,  Maine; 
INT  Kennebunk  045°  and  Bangor,  Maine, 
220°  radials;  Bangor,”  and  substituting 
"Kennebunk,  Maine;  Navy  Brunswick,  Maine; 
Bangor,  Maine;”  therefor. 


Incorporation  of  the  Navy  Brunswick 
VOR  into  the  low  altitude  en  route  struc¬ 
ture  will  enhance  the  utilization  of  air¬ 
space,  flight  operations,  and  the  control 
of  air  traffic  on  that  segment  of  V-93  be¬ 
tween  Kennebunk  and  Bangor  VORs. 
The  Navy  Brunswick  VOR  is  certified 
and  classified  in  the  common  system  and 
provides  transition  privileges  to  several 
public  standard  instrument  approach 
procedures. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  D.S.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  2, 1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

IFR  Doc.77-4208  Filed  2-9-77;8;45  am) 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Doc.  No.  77-SO-ll 

FEDERAL  AIRWAY 

Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  an  airway 
from  LaBelle,  Fla.,  via  Sebring,  Fla.,  to 
Lakeland,  Fla. 

Interested  persons  may  psuticipate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  dcKket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Southern  Region,  Attention;  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30320.  All  comunications  received  on 
or  before  March  14,  1977  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

Request  for  copies  of  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs.  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20591.  The  FAA  has  determined  that 
this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparati(m  of  an  In¬ 
flationary  Impact  Statement  under 
Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  designate 
an  east  alternate  airway  to  V-167  from  La- 
Belle  via  Intersection  of  LaBelle  004  °T 
(004°Mi  and  Lakeland  132*T  (132*M)  ra¬ 
dials;  to  Lakeland.  *1110  intersection  of  these 
LaBelle  and  Lakeland  radials  overUee  the 
Sebring  Airport.  Designation  of  this  airway 
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woxild  provide  more  accurate  navigational 
guidance  for  flight  Into  Sebrlng,  and  would 
help  general  aviation  pilots  to  avoid  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-2901A.  R-2901A  would  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  the  airway. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  n.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  16S5(c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb- 
urary  2,  1977. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  77-4206  Filed  2-9-77;  8:45aml 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Doc.  No.  77-NE-31 
TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Establishment 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  §  71.181  of  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
so  as  to  establish  a  700-foot  Transition 
Area  at  Lyndonville,  Vermont 

The  establishment  of  this  transition 
area  is  proposed  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  protection  for  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  a  new  Instrument  Approach  Pro¬ 
cedure  (NDB  Runway  2)  being  estab¬ 
lished  to  serve  the  Caledonia  County  Air¬ 
port,  Lyndonville,  Vermont. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data  or  views  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  New  England 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  March  14, 
1977  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  may  be  made  for  informal 
conferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  officials  by  contacting  the 
CJhlef,  Operations,  Procedures  and^-Air- 
space  Branch,  New  England  Region. 

Any  data  or  views  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Coimsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  12  New  Eng¬ 
land  Executive  Park,  Burlington,  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Hie  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
having  c(xnpleted  a  review  of  the  air¬ 
space  requirements  for  the  terminal  area 
of  Ljmdonville,  Vermont,  proposes  the 
airspace  action  hereinafter  set  forth: 

Lyndonville.  Vermont,  700 -Foot 
Transition  Area 
§  71.181  [Amended] 

1.  Amend  Section  71.181  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 


add  the  following  700-foot  Transiticm 
Area: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  16.6  mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  the  center  (latitude  44®34'09"N., 
longitude  72®01'09"W.)  of  the  Caledonia 
County  Airport,  Lyndonville,  Vermont. 

(Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  [72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  13481  and 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  [49  U.S.C.  1655(C)  |.) 

Note. — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  January  31, 1977. 

Quentin  8.  Taylor, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 
[FRDoc .77-4207  Filed  2-9-77;  8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[  14  CFR  Part  241  ] 

[EDR-318,  Docket  No.  26578;  Dated:  Febru¬ 
ary  4.  1977] 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTS  AND 
REPORTS  FOR  CERTIFICATED  AIR  CAR¬ 
RIERS 

Disclosure  Standards  for  Lease 
Transactions 

The  Board,  by  circulation  of  Notice  of 
.Proposed  Rule  Making  EDR-266,  dated 
April  5,  1974,  gave  notice  that  it  had 
under  consideration  the  adoption  of 
amendments  to  Part  241  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  241)  so 
as  to  establish  disclosure  standards  for 
lease  transactions.  After  an  evaluation 
of  the  comments  received  from  inter¬ 
ested  parties,  the  Board  modified  the 
original  proposal  and  issued  a  Supple¬ 
mental  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making, 
EDR-266B,  dated  October  22,  1974. 

A  majority  of  those  who  responded  to 
EDR-266B  urged  that  the  Board  await 
the  outcome  of  deliberations  by  the  Fi¬ 
nancial  Accounting  Standards  Board 
(FASB),  an  authoritative  professional 
body  which  was,  at  that  time,  in  the 
process  of  developing  standards  on  ac¬ 
counting  for  leases.  As  a  result  of  these 
suggestions  and  because  the  FASB  de¬ 
liberations  were  in  a  relatively  advanced 
stage,  it  was  decided  to  defer  finalization 
of  the  proposed  rule  pending  the  prom¬ 
ulgation  of  new  standards  by  the  PASB.‘ 
In  November  1976,  the  FASB  estab¬ 
lished  the  long-awaited  new  standards 
of  accounting  for  lease  transactions  by 
lessors  and  lessees  in  its  Statement  ot 
Financial  Accounting  Standards  No.  13 
(FASB-13).  Among  other  things,  the 
FASB  established  criteria  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  types  of  leases  which  should  be 
capitalized  by  lessees  and  the  disclosure 
requirements  for  both  capital  leases  and 
other  types  of  leases.  It  also  permitted 


^  Carriers  were  informed  of  this  decision  by 
the  Director,  Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Sta¬ 
tistics  In  an  Observation  of  the  Director 
dated  May  2, 1975. 


business  entities  to  apply  the  new  stand¬ 
ards  to  all  leases  in  effect  regardless  of 
when  they  were  entered  into  or  phase 
in  the  new  standards  through  December 
31,  1980;  for  leases  entered  into  after 
January  1,  1977,  FASB-13  is  mandatory. 

When  viewed  as  a  whole,  the  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  FASB-13  appear  sound 
and  should  achieve  wide  acceptance  in 
the  business  community.  This  accept¬ 
ance  will  be  even  more  likely  when  it  is 
considered  that  FASB  standards  such  as 
this  are  routinely  incorporated  into  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commission 
(SEC)  disclosure  requirements. 

The  accounting  for  leases  to  he  capi¬ 
talized  by  lessees  is  similar  in  concept  to 
the  Board’s  original  proposal.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  the  new  standards  exclude  terminal 
and  other  airport  facilities  from  capital¬ 
ization,  a  provision  contained  in  the 
Board’s  original  proposal  and  recom¬ 
mended  to  the  FASB  by  the  Board’s  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Accounts  and  Statis¬ 
tics  in  written  comments  on  the  FASB 
Exposure  Draft  dated  July  22,  1976.  On 
the  other  hand,  despite  certain  similar¬ 
ities,  the  FASB-13  applies  to  lessors  as 
well  as  lessees,  and  this  provides  the 
FASB  Standard  with  a  svmmetry  which 
the  Board  had  not  sought  to  impose  in 
its  own  proposal. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  FASB-13 
should  resolve  the  concerns  which 
prompted  the  Board  to  issue  EDR-266 
and  will  be  widely  accepted  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  community,  there  is  no  longer  any 
need  to  further  pursue  the  establishment 
of  separate  standards  for  lease  account¬ 
ing  in  the  air  transport  industry  which 
differ  in  anv  way  from  the  FASB  stand¬ 
ards.  Accordingly,  it  is  now  the  Board’s 
intention  to  incorporate  the  provisions 
of  FASB-13  into  the  current  regulations 
so  that  the  CAB/SEC  single  reporting 
system  will  remain  viable. 

In  sum.  therefore,  the  Board’s  current 
regulations  will  be  amended  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  manner:  (1)  CAB  Form  41  sched¬ 
ules  and  related  reporting  instructions 
will  be  amended  to  provide  for  reporting 
of  capitalized  leases  and  property  under 
operating-type  leases  to  others;  (2)  to 
provide  a  mechanism  for  reporting  the 
amounts  of  rent  expense  which  would 
have  been  recorded  if  capitalized  leases 
had  not  been  capitalized;  (3)  to  provide 
for  the  termination  of  Schedule  B-14, 
“Summary  of  Proprty  Obtained  Under 
Long-Term  Leases’’;  (4)  to  provide  for 
expanded  annual  footnote  disclosure  of 
data  relating  to  both  capital  leases  and 
operating-type  leases;  and  (5)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  annual  reporting  of  com¬ 
plete  cost  data  with  respect  to  capital 
leases  of  airframes  and  aircraft  engines 
on  Schedule  B-43.  “Inventory  of  Air¬ 
frames  and  Aircraft  Engines.’’ 

The  net  result  will  be  the  addition  of 
new  lease  terms  in  section  03,  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  a  new  section  2-20  entitled  "Ac¬ 
counting  for  Leases’’  and  the  addition 
of  eight  new  balance  sheet  accounts  and 
two  new  exjjense  accounts.  The  new  sec¬ 
tion  2-20  will  set  forth  the  criteria  for 
determining  which  leases  should  be  cap¬ 
italize  by  lessees  and  the  detailed  ac- 
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counting  procedures  to  be  followed  by 
both  lessees  and  lessors  for  all  classifica¬ 
tions  of  leases  established  in  PASB-13. 
The  proposed  account  numbers  and  titles 
are  as  follows: 


1280^ 

Net  Investment  In  direct  financing 
and  sales-type  leases — current. 

1580* 

Net  Investment  In  direct  financing 
and  sales-type  leases — noncur¬ 
rent. 

1695 

Leased  property  under  capital 
leases. 

1696 

Leased  property  under  capital 
leases  —  accumulated  amortiza¬ 
tion. 

1796 

Property  on  operating-type  lease  to 
others  and  property  held  for 
lease. 

1796 

Property  on  operatlng-tirpe  lease  to 
others  and  property  held  for 
lease — accumulated  depreciation. 

2080 

Current  obligations  tmder  capital 
leases. 

2280  “ 

Noncurrent  obligations  under  capi¬ 
tal  leases. 

7076 

Amortization  expense — capital 

leases. 

8181.2 

Interest  expense — capital  leases. 

iThls  account  wUl  Include  subaccounts 
Tor  minimum  lease  pa3nnents  receivable  (Dr) 
and  unearned  income  (Cr) . 

The  impact  of  PASB-13  will  not  be¬ 
come  fully  effective  imtil  December  31, 
1980,  but  the  new  standards  may  be  used 


before  that  date.  Accordingly,  in  order  to 
enable  carriers  to  utilize  the  new  stand¬ 
ards,  it  will  be  necessary  to  advise  them 
of  how  they  can  comply  with  the  Board’s 
existing  regulations  as  they  were 
amended  by  ER-980.  ERr-980,  adt^ted 
December  23,  1976,  implemented  a 
CAB/SEC  Single  Reporting  System  and 
updated  the  accounting  and  reporting 
provisions.  In  order  to  provide  this 
guidance,  the  Director,  Bureau  of  Ac¬ 
counts  and  Statistics  is  contemporane¬ 
ously  herewith  issuing  the  necessary  de¬ 
tailed  instructions  in  an  Accounting  and 
Reporting  Directive. 

ihe  Board  anticipates  that  if  it  finally 
adopts  the  new  standards,  it  will  also 
permit  the  same  staggered  implementa¬ 
tion  which  the  new  PASB  standards  per¬ 
mit.  In  other  words,  as  previously  stated, 
the .  standards  will  not  become  fully  ef¬ 
fective  until  December  31, 1980;  however, 
carriers  would  be  able  to  adopt  the  new 
standards  before  that  date,  if  they 
choose. 

Persons  responding  to  this  Supple¬ 
mental  Notice  should  confine  themselves 
to  the  matters  discussed  herein.  The 
Board  will  not  entertain  comments  with 
respect  to  issues  raised  in  EDR-226  or 
ERD-266B  that  have  now  been  super¬ 
seded. 


<( 


Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proceeding  through  submission  of 
twenty  (20)  copies  of  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  pertaining  thereto,  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  liocket  Section,  Civil  Aer¬ 
onautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
All  relevant  material  receiv^  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  14.  1977,  will  be  considered 
by  the  Board  before  taking  final  action 
on  the  proposed  rule.  Copies  of  such  com¬ 
munications  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  by  interested  persons  in  the  Dock¬ 
et  Section  of  the  Board,  Room  710,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon  receipt 
thereof. 

Individual  members  of  the  general 
public  who  wish  to  express  their  interest 
as  consumers  by  participating  informally 
in  this  pr(x:eeding  may  do  so  through 
submission  of  comments  in  letter  form  to 
the  Docket  Section  at  the  address  indi¬ 
cated  above,  without  the  necessity  of  fil¬ 
ing  additional  copies  thereof. 

(Sec.  204(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended.  72  Stat.  743  (49  U.S.C. 
1324).) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phylus  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4331  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
[Notice  of  Designation  No.  A432] 

ALABAMA 

Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  farming,  ranching,  or 
aquaculture  operations  have  been  sub¬ 
stantially  affected  in  certain  Alabama 
Counties  as  a  result  of  various  adverse 
weather  conditions  shown  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  chart: 

Blount:  Wet  weather.  May  1  through  July  31, 
1976.  Cool  weather,  April  1  through  June 

30.  and  Sept.  1  through  Oct.  31,  with  freeze 
on  Oct.  22,  23,  29  and  30,  1976. 

Cullman:  Wet,  cold  weather.  May  1  through 
May  31,  1976.  Early  frost,  October  29,  1976. 
Early  freeze,  November  6,  1976. 

De  Kalb:  Cold  weather,  April  1  through  May 

31.  1976.  Freeze,  October  26  and  28,  1976. 
Fayette:  Cool  weather,  AprU  15  to  June  16, 

1976.  Excessive  rain.  April  12  to  15,  AprU  26 
to  May  17,  1976. 

Fianklin:  Cool  weather,  AprU  26,  27,  28  and 
May  4, 19, 20  and  21, 1976.  Frost  and  freeze, 
October  21,  22  and  28, 1976. 

Hale:  Wet  and  cold,  AprU  1  through  June  30, 
1976.  Above  normal  temperature.  JiUy  9 
through  July  27,  1976.  Frost.  October  21 
and  27,  1976.  Freeze,  November  1,  2  and  3, 
1976. 

Jackson:  Excessive  cool  weather.  AprU  1 
through  August  29.  Excessive  rain  with 
flooding.  May  14,  June  2  and  29.  July  6, 
1976.  Freezing  temperatures,  October  22 
and  28,  1976. 

Lauderdale:  Cool  weather,  AprU  1  through 
June  16,  1976.  Low  temperature,  October 
15  to  October  31,  1976.  Freeze,  October  18, 
1976. 

Lawrence:  Cold  weather,  AprU  1  through  May 
31.  1976.  Wet  weather.  May  1  through  May 
31,  1976.  Freeze,  October  21,  1976. 

Madison:  Cool  wet  weather.  May  1  through 
June  30,  and  September  16  through  October 
29,  1976.  Freeze.  October  29,  1976. 
Talladega:  Cool  weather.  AprU  15  through 
June  16,  1976.  Drought,  July  10  through 
September  15,  1976.  Freeze.  October  12, 
1976. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  desig¬ 
nated  these  areas  as  eligible  for  emer¬ 
gency  loans  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
94-68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CPR  1823.3 
fb)  including  the  recommendation  of 
Governor  George  C.  Wallace  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  March  24.  1977,  for  physical  losses 
and  October  21,  1977,  for  production 


losses,  except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  initial  loans  pursuant  to  this 
designation  may  be  eligible  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  areas  makes  it 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  advance  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  and  invite  public  par¬ 
ticipation. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  1st  day 
of  February  1977. 

Joseph  R.  Hanson, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-4121  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

Forest  Service 

GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

The  San  Juan  Section  of  the  San  Juan 
National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
will  meet  at  1:30  p.m.,  March  14, 1977,  at 
the  La  Plata  Electric  Company  Building 
located  two  miles  south  of  Durango,  Col¬ 
orado  on  Highway  160. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  give 
permittees  an  opportunity  to  advise  the 
Forest  Service  in  matters  relating  to 
grazing. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Forest  Supervisor,  San  Juan  National 
Forest,  telephone  number  303-247-4874. 
Written  statements  may  be  filed  with  the 
board  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

D.  D.  Westerberg, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

February  4, 1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-4292  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 


GRAZING  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

The  Montezuma  Section  of  the  San 
Juap  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  at  1:30  p.m.,  March  15, 
1977,  in  the  Grace  Speck  Room  of  the 
City  Building,  210  East  Main,  Cortez, 
Colorado. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  give 
permittees  an  opportimity  to  advise  the 
Forest  Service  in  matters  relating  to 
grazing. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should 
notify  Forest  Supervisor,  San  Juan  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  telephone  number  303- 


247-4874,  Written  statements  may  be 
filed  with  the  board  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

D.  D.  Westerberg, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

February  4,  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-4293  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  PLAN  BEAVERHEAD 
NATIONAL  FOREST 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pumuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Land  Man¬ 
agement  Plan — Beaverhead  National 
Forest,  Forest  Service  Report  Number 
USDA-FS-Rl  (02)  -DES-ADM-77-5. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  land  management  plan 
for  the  Beaverhead  National  Forest  and 
portions  of  the  Deerlodge  National  For¬ 
est,  located  in  Beaverhead,  Madison, 
Gallatin,  Silver  Bow.  and  Deer  Lodge 
Counties,  State  of  Montana.  The  action 
affects  2,161,989  acres  of  National  Forest 
lands.  This  plan  will  provide  manage¬ 
ment  guidance  and  direction  for  man¬ 
agement  of  the  affected  National  Forest 
lands.  The  plan  covers  seven  planning 
units  containing  52  management  units. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  February  2, 
1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  South  Agrlcultiue 
Building,  Room  3230,  12th  &  Independence 
Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service.  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula.  Montana  59801. 
USDA,  Forest  Service.  Beaverhead  National 
Forest,  Corner  Highway  41  and  Sklhi  St., 
Box  1258,  Dillon,  Montana  59725. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Robert  W.  Wil¬ 
liams,  Forest  Supervisor,  Beaverhead 
National  Forest,  Box*1258,  Dillon,  Mon¬ 
tana  59725. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  C^ 
guidelines. 

Comments  are  invited  from  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  from  State  and  local  agencies 
which  are  authorized  to  develop  and  en¬ 
force  environmental  standards,  and 
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from  Federal  agencies  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  environmental  impact  in¬ 
volved  for  which  comments  have  not 
been  requested  specifically. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  and  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Forest 
Supervisor  Robert  W.  Williams,  Beaver¬ 
head  National  Forest,  Box  1258,  Dillon, 
MT  59725.  Comments  must  be  received 
by  April  4,  1977,  in  order  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  the  preparation  of  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement. 

Keith  M.  Thompson, 

■  Acting  Regional  Forester, 
Northern  Region,  Forest 
Service. 

February  2,  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-42a4  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


LAND  USE  PLAN  SIWASH  PLANNING 
UNIT 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement  for  the  Land  Use 
Plan— Siwash  Planning  Unit  Forest 
Service  Report  Number  USDA-FS-Rl 
(04)  -FES-Adm-76-14. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  the  proposed  implementation  of  a 
revised  Land  Use  Plan  for  the  Siwash 
Planning  Unit,  Avery  Ranger  District, 
Idadio  Panhandle  National  Forests,  Sho¬ 
shone  County,  Idaho.  About  29,100  acres 
of  National  Forest  land  are  affected.  The 
planning  unit  is  divided  into  eight  sub- 
imlts  of  similar  resource  potential  and 
limitations  to  management.  Significant 
values,  management  direction,  and  spe¬ 
cific  statements  to  guide  land  manage¬ 
ment  have  been  developed  for  each  sub¬ 
unit. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  February  2, 
1977. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

DSD  A,  Porest  Service,  South  Agricultural 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  &  Independence 
Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20260. 

USDA,  Porest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Ped- 
.  eral  BuUding,  Missoula,  MT  59801. 

U^A  Forest  Service,  Avery  Ranger  District, 
Avery.  ID  83802. 

Public  Library,  703  Lakeside  Ave,  Coeur 
d’Alene,  ID  83814. 

Public  Library.  110  So.,  Jefferson,  Moscow,  ID 
83843 

PuhUc  Ubrary,  Wallace.  ID  83873. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Idaho  Panhandle  Na¬ 
tional  Forests,  218  North  23rd  Street,  Coeur 
d’Alene,  ID  83814. 

USDA  Forest  Service,  St.  Maries  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  Federal  Building,  St.  Maries,  ID  83861. 
Public  Library,  West  906  Main,  i^kane,  WA 
99201. 

Public  Library.  16  W.  Market  Avenue, 
Kellogg,  ID  83837. 

Public  Library,  St.  Maries,  ID  83861. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 


USDA,  Forest  Service,  St.  Maries  Planning 
Team,  P.O.  Box  407,  St.  Maries,  ID  83861. 

C(K>ies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  Icxial  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
C7EQ  guidelines. 

Ralph  D.  Kizer, 
Forest  Supervisor,  Idaho  Pan¬ 
handle  National  Forests. 
Northern  Region,  Forest 
Service. 

February  2,  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-4295  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  26603;  Order  77-2-36 [ 

AMERICAN  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  7th  day  of  February,  1977. 

By  tariff  revisions  *  issued  December  3, 
1976,  and  marked  to  become  effective 
February  14,  1977,  American  Airlines, 
Inc.  (American)  proposes  to  increase 
general  and  specific  ccxnmodity  bulk  and 
container  rates  between  U.S.  points,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  San  Juan,  St.  Croix, 
and  St.  Thomas,  on  the  other  hand,  and 
between  the  latter  three  points,  gener¬ 
ally  as  follows; 

1.  Bulk  minimum  charges  by  $1.00  per 
shipment  in  all  markets; 

2.  Bulk  general  and  specific  commod¬ 
ity  rates  by  6  percent;  and 

3.  Regular  and  daylight  container 
general  and  specific  commcxlity  rates  by 
12  percent. 

American  contends  that  the  proposal, 
which  is  expected  to  yield  an  additional 
$1.2  million  revenue  annually,  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  reduce  freight  losses  in  these 
markets  from  $1.9  million  to  $710,000 
annually. 

All  the  proposed  rattes  come  within  the 
scope  of  the  investigation  in  Puerto 
Rico/ Virgin  Islands  Freight  Rates, 
Docket  26603,  and  their  lawfulness  will 
be  determined  in  that  proceeding.  The 
issue  now  before  the  Board  is  whether 
to  suspend  the  proposed  rates  or  to  per¬ 
mit  them  to  become  effective  pending  in¬ 
vestigation. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevant  fac¬ 
tors,  the  Board  ccmcludes  that  a  substan¬ 
tial  number  of  bulk  minimum  charges, 
as  well  as  a  limited  number  of  bulk  gen¬ 
eral  commodity  rates,  should  be  sus¬ 
pended,  because  they  exceed  the  indus¬ 
try-average  costs  (including  a  return  on 
investment)  of  carrying  air  freight.* 
Furthermore,  all  rate  increases  apidica- 
ble  to  exception-rated  c<Hnmodities  will 
be  suspended  because  they  would  exceed 

^  Revisions  to  Air  Tariffs  Corporation, 
Agent,  Tariffs  CA3.  Noe.  38  and  67. 

*  Industry-average  costs,  as  adopted  by  the 
administrative  law  Judge  in  the  Domestic  Air 
Freight  Rate  Investigation,  Docket  22869,  and 
updated  for  cost  Increases  during  the  12- 
month  f>enod  ended  September  30,  1976.  See 
Orders  76-11-146,  76-10-71,  and  78-10-70. 


costs.^  The  remaining  increases  do  not 
appear  excessive  and  the  Board  will  per¬ 
mit  them  to  become  effective. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a) ,  403,  404,  and  1002  there¬ 
of,  It  is  ordered.  That:  1.  Pending  bearing 
and  decision  by  the  Board,  the  increased 
rates,  charges  and  provisions  described 
in  Appendix  A  *  hereto  are  suspended  and 
their  use  deferred  to  and  including  May 
14,  1977,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Board,  and  that  no  change  be  made 
therein  during  the  period  of  suspension, 
except  by  order  or  special  permission  of 
the  Board;  and 

2.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariffs  and  served  upon  Ameri¬ 
can  Airlines,  Inc. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Cfivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[PR  000.77-4327  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  ain| 

[Docket  29481;  Order  77-2-11  [ 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  Granting  Temporary  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautic.s 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  2nd  day  of  February.  1977. 

By  Order  76-9-36,  September  8,  1976. 
the  Board  directed  aU  interested  parties 
to  show  cause  why  the  certificate  of  East¬ 
ern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  for  Route  6  should 
not  be  amended  by  deleting  Augusta,  Ga., 
therefrom.  The  order  also  authorized 
Eastern  to  suspend  service  at  Augusta. 

Eastern  has  filed  a  statement  of  ob¬ 
jection,  contending  that  it  is  not  possible 
at  this  time  to  conclude  that  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  warranting  suspension  will 
prevail  on  a  permanent  basis;  that  East¬ 
ern  would  be  willing  to  limit  its  suspen¬ 
sion  period  at  Augusta  to  two  years; ' 
that  the  situation  warrants  some  reason¬ 
able  pericxi  for  Eastern  and  the  commu¬ 
nity  to  assess  the  matter;  and  that  if  the 
Board  intends  to  proceed.  Eastern  re¬ 
quests  and  reserves  its  right  to  a  full 
hearing  imder  section  401  of  the  Act. 

TTie  Augusta  Parties  ®  filed  an  answer 


*  Exception-rated  commodities  are  charged 
percentages  of  the  general  commodity  rate. 
Exception  rates  which  are  suspended,  togeth¬ 
er  with  the  current  exception  rate  stated 
as  a  percentage  of  the  general  commodity 
rate,  are  as  follows: 

Commodity  Percentage 

Live  animals _  125  pet. 

Uncremated  hu-  100  pet  of  the 
man  remains.  under  100  lb 

rate. 

Articles  of  extraor-  200  pet  of  the 
dlnary  value.  under  100  lb 

rate. 

<  Appendix  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 

^In  Docket  28481  Eastern  spiled  for  a 
five-year  sxu^nslon  of  servloe  at  Augusta. 

*The  City  and  Chamber  of  Commtioe  of 
Augusta,  Georgia,  and  the  Aviation  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Augusta,  Georgia. 
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in  opposition  to  Eastern’s  statement  of 
objection,  stating  that  Eastern  has  not 
only  been  less  than  enthusiastic  about 
making  full  and  effective  use  of  its  pres¬ 
ent  August  authoriy  but  also  has  ignored 
opportunities  to  improve  that  authority: 
that  the  preservation  of  inchoate  operat¬ 
ing  authority  for  Eastern  during  an  ex¬ 
tended  period  of  suspension  would  have 
a  chilling  effect  upon  other  carriers  who 
might  be  interested  in  satisfying  the  serv¬ 
ice  needs  of  Augusta;  *  that  Eastern’s 
offer  to  limit  its  suspension  to  two  years 
is  of  little  comfort;  and  that  Eastern’s 
statement  of  objection  and  request  for  a 
hearing  is  clearly  deficient  and  must  be 
rejected.  The  Augusta  Parties  add  that 
although  they  support  the  Board’s  order 
to  delete  Augusta  authority  from  East¬ 
ern’s  route,  they  do  not  agree  with  the 
Board’s  conclusions  in  that  order  that 
presently  available  service  represents  an 
acceptable  alternative  to  Eastern’s  serv¬ 
ice.  Nevertheless,  the  Augusta  Parties 
agree  with  the  Board  that  other  carriers 
serving  their  city,  rather  than  Eastern, 
should  be  relied  uix)n  to  satisfy  the  city’s 
future  service  requirements. 

In  view  of  the  objection  raised  by  East¬ 
ern  to  the  show-cause  order,  it  would  be 
inappropriate  to  finalize  that  order 
herein.  Therefore,  Order  76-9-36  will  be 
vacated,  and  we  will  authorize  Eastern 
to  suspend  its  services  temporarily  at 
Augusta  for  a  period  of  five  years,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  condition  that  it  may  not 
resume  service  at  the  point  without  prior 
Board  approval.  We  have  already  foimd 
that  Eastern’s  service  at  Augusta  is  not 
required  in  the  public  interest,  and  that 
finding  has  not  been  contested.  Eastern’s 
argument  refers  to  whether  its  service 
should  be  deleted.  Thus,  a  five-year  sus¬ 
pension  as  originally  requested  by  the 
carrier  will  comply  with  the  Board’s  find¬ 
ings  in  Order  76-9-36  and  will  be  in  the 
public  interest.  We  have  taken  into  ac¬ 
count  the  civic  parties’  reluctance  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  a  formal  hearing,  given  the 
expense  involved  and  the  expenditure  of 
time  required  to  process  such  an  investi¬ 
gation.  We  wish  to  point  out  that  our 
decision  herein  will  in  no  way  limit  the 
alternatives  available  to  the  Board 
should  an  interested  carrier  apply  to  pro¬ 
vide  new  service  at  Augusta.  'Ilie  fact 
that  Eastern’s  service  is  temporarily  sus¬ 
pended  at  the  point  will  not  hamper  the 
Board  from  authorizing  new  air  service 
at  Augusta  should  a  willing  carrier  make 
the  necessary  showing  of  public  need  for 
its  services.  For  these  reasons.  Eastern’s 
susp>ension  at  Augusta  will  be  conditioned 
as  stated  above. 

We  also  wish  to  point  out  that  if  the 
situation  were  different  in  that  there 
were  already  on  file  with  the  Board  an 

3  The  Parties  state  that  they  are  at  this 
time  dlscxisslng  the  possibility  of  entry  by 
other  carriers  Into  some  of  the  markets 
sought  to  be  abandoned  by  Eastern,  and  that 
such  discussions  will  be  less  productive  If 
Eastern  is  permitted  to  merely  suspend  serv¬ 
ice  at  Augtuta  rather  than  be  deleted. 


application  or  applications  for  certificate 
authority  to  provide  new  service  at  Au¬ 
gusta,  then  the  Board  might  have 
reached  a  different  result,  i.e.,  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  an  investigation  might  have 
been  appropriate.  The  question  of  dele¬ 
tion  of  Eastern’s  services  at  Augusta 
could  ^be  at  issue  in  such  a  proceeding. 
However,  since  that  is  not  the  case,  we 
believe  that  the  best  interests  of  Augusta 
will  be  served  by  approving  a  five-year 
suspension  of  Eastern’s  services,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  Board  will 
entertain  applications  for  new  service  at 
the  point  should  a  willing  carrier  or  car¬ 
riers  indicate  an  interest  in  providing 
such  service.  We  appreciate  Augusta’s 
concern  that  Eastern’s  dormancy  at  Au¬ 
gusta  may  discourage  the  filing  of  appli¬ 
cations  by  other  carriers.  We  do  not  in¬ 
tend  to  create  any  such  disincentive  and 
would  consider  in  appropriate  circum¬ 
stances  including  the  issue  of  deletion  of 
Eastern’s  authority  should  a  case  be  set 
down  for  hearing  involving  new  service 
to  Augusta. 

Finally,  with  regard  to  Eastern’s  argu¬ 
ment  that  it  should  not  be  required  to  file 
the  environmental  evaluation  specified 
in  Order  76-9-36,  we  would  emphasize 
that  regardless  of  its  position  on  dele¬ 
tion,  the  fact  remains  that  its  service 
has  been  suspended,  and  the  number  of 
departures  and  arrivals  involved  is  not 
inconsequential  relative  to  the  total 
niunber  of  operations  at  Augusta.  We, 
therefore,  reiterate  our  earlier  directive 
that  Eastern  file  the  environmental  eval¬ 
uation  required  by  Part  312  of  the 
Board’s  Regulations  as  to  the  discontinu¬ 
ations  of  its  service  at  Augusta  within 
30  days  of  the  date  of  this  order. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered  that:  1.  Or¬ 
der  76-9-36,  dated  September  8,  1976,  be 
and  it  hereby  is  vacate ; 

2.  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  be  and  it 
hereby  is  authorized  to  suspend  service 
temporarily  at  Augusta,  Ga.,  for  a  period 
of  five  years,  subject  to  the  condition 
that  it  may  not  resume  service  at  the 
point  during  this  period  without  prior 
Board  approval; 

3.  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  shall  file  an 
environmental  evaluation  pursuant  to 
Part  312  of  the  Board’s  Procedural  Reg¬ 
ulations  within  30  days  of  this  order; 

4.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.;  Delta  Air 
Lines,  Inc.  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.; 
Mayor,  City  of  Augusta;  the  Augusta 
Chamber  of  Commerce;  the  Augusta 
Aviation  Department;  Manager,  Bush 
Field  Airport:  State  of  Georgia  Trans¬ 
portation  Department;  and  the  Post¬ 
master  General;  and 

5.  This  order  may  be  amended  or  re¬ 
voked  at  any  time  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Board  without  hearing. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4323  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  27540;  Order  77-2-28] 

FRONTIER  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Instituting  Proceeding 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  4th  day  of  February,  1977. 

On  February  21,  1975,  Frontier  Air¬ 
lines  filed  an  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  of  its  certificate  for  Route  73  so  as 
to  redesignate  the  separate  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  Grand  Island,  Hastings  and 
Kearney,  Nebraska, '  as  the  hyphenated 
point  Grand  Island-Hastings-Keamey, 
to  be  served  through  the  Grand  Island 
Municipal  Airport.  The  application  was 
accompanied  by  a  motion  for  an  order 
to  show  cause  why  the  requested  relief 
should"  not  be  granted,  to  which  were 
aptiended  some  52  exhibits. 

In  support  of  its  application  and  mo¬ 
tion,  Frontier  alleges,  inter  alia,  that  the 
area  will  receive  improved  air  service; 
that  the  carrier  will  experience  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  its  subsidy  need  of  $211,000;  that 
there  will  be  little,  if  any,  inconven¬ 
ience  for  the  majority  of  passengers 
now  using  the  airports  at  Hastings  and 
Kearney;  *  and'  that  communities  east 
and  west  of  the  area  will  receive  im¬ 
proved  service  as  a  result  of  the  stream¬ 
lining  of  the  carrier’s  Central  Nebraska 
service  pattern.  Grand  Island  is  chosen 
as  the  airport  to  be  served  because  it  is 
the  only  one  of  the  three  presently  capa¬ 
ble  of  accommodating  Frontier’s  B-737 
jet  aircraft  and  because  it  is  a  far  larger 
generator  of  traffic  than  either  of  the 
other  two.* 

Answers  in  support  of  the  application 
have  been  filed  by  the  Grand  Island 
Parties  (the  City  of  Grand  Island,  the 
HaU  County  Board  of  Supervisors,  the 
Hall  Coimty  Airport  Authority  and  the 
Grand  Island  Chamber  of  Commerce), 
the  City  of  Grand  Island,  the  City  of 
Central  City,  Nebraska,  the  St  Paul, 
Nebraska  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  the  Scottsbluff  Coimty  Airport,  and 


the  time  that  the  application  was 
filed,  Orand  Island  appeared  as  an  Inter¬ 
mediate  point  on  segment  10  while  Hastings 
and  Kearney  appeared  as  intermediate 
points  on  segment  9.  By  Order  75-7-5,  July  1, 
1975,  the  Board  finalized  Frontier’s  route  re¬ 
alignment  (Docket  25214)  thereby  consoli¬ 
dating  Route  73  into  a  single  segment.  Con¬ 
temporaneously,  Frontier  was, granted  au¬ 
thority  to  overfiy  Hastings  and  Kearney  af¬ 
ter  providing  a  single  dally  roimd  trip  for 
two  years  or  untU  60  da3rs  after  final  de¬ 
cision  on  Frontier’s  application  in  the  in¬ 
stant  docket.  Order  75-'7-6,  July  1,  1975. 

>In  this  regard.  Frontier  states  that  30 
percent  of  passengers  originating  or  termi¬ 
nating  in  the  Hastings  and  Kearney  areas 
now  use  the  Orand  Island  Airport  because  of 
Its  superior  service. 

>In  1975  Frontier  enplaned  80  passengers 
per  day  at  Orand  Island  but  only  12  per  day 
each  at  Hastings  and  Kearney.  It  must  be 
noted,  however,  that  Grand  Island  received 
superior  service — nine  daily  through  flights 
compared  with  two  dally  through  flights  at 
each  of  the  other  two  points.  OAO,  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1975. 
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the  Scottsbliiff-Gering  United  Chamber 
of  Commerce. 

A  joint  answer  in  opposition  has  been 
filed  by  the  Cities  of  Hastings  and  Kear¬ 
ney  and  the  Hastings  Airport  Authority. 
These  commvuiities  allege  that  Frontier 
is  undertaking  a  deliberate  program  of 
eliminating  service  at  smaller  com¬ 
munities  in  Nebraska  in  contravention 
of  its  obligations  under  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act.  They  view  Frontier’s  applica¬ 
tion  as  an  attempted  deletion  rather 
than  as  a  consolidation  of  service  and 
they  argue  that  the  two  cities  are  far  too 
large  to  be  candidates  for  deletion;  that 
service  has  been — and  will  continue  to 
be — profitable  for  the  carrier;  and  that 
consolidation  at  Grand  Island  would  en¬ 
gender  substantial  inconvenience  with 
no  offsetting  Improvements  in  service. 
They  conclude  that,  at  the  very  least,  a 
formal  hearing  is  required  but  that  an 
expedited  hearing — much  less  an  order 
to  show  cause — cannot  be  justified. 

Frontier  filed  a  reply  to  this  answer 
together  with  a  motion  for  leave  to  file 
the  otherwise  imauthorlzed  document. 
Hastings  and  Kearney  then  filed  an  an¬ 
swer  to  Frontier’s  motion  together  with 
th,eir  own  motion  for  leave  to  file  that 
imauthorized  document.  Both  motions 
will  be  granted. 

On  April  30.  1976,  prior  to  any  formal 
Board  action  on  Frontier’s  motion  and 
application,  the  Cities  of  Kearney  and 
Hastings  requested  the  Board  to  further 
defer  procedural  steps  until  September 
1,  1976.  The  commimities  claimed  that, 
among  other  things,  they  were  engaged 
in  an  evaluation  of  the  possibility  of 
scheduled  air  taxi  service  in  lieu  of 
Frontier’s  service  and  that  the  outcome 
of  that  evaluation  would  have  a  mate¬ 
rial  bearing  on  their  position  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  consolidation  question. 

By  Order  76-6-2,  the  Board  granted 
the  deferment  and  directed  the  parties 
to  submit  a  progress  report  on  or  before 
September  1,  1976. 

In  a  letter  dated  Septwnber  3,  1976, 
the  communities  reported  that,  despite 
their  vigorous  efforts,  attempts  to  secure 
a  replacement  air  taxi  had  not  yet  been 
successful,  but  that,  in  view  of  the  com¬ 
munities’  continuing  efforts  and  the 
Board’s  heavy  workload,  the  case  should 
be  further  deferred.  In  a  letter  dated 
September  14, 1976,  Frontier  opposed  the 
suggestion  to  continue  the  deferment  and 
requested  immediate  consideration  of  its 
application. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
and  all  the  relevant  facts,  we  have  de-* 
elded  to  proceed  wiUi  our  consideration 
of  Frontier’s  application,’  to  deny  Fron¬ 
tier’s  motion  for  an  order  to  show  cause, 
and  to  set  the  carrier’s  application  for 
hearing.  Over  the  years  the  Board  has 
encouraged  the  consolidation  of  service 
at  a  single  airport  when  two  or  more 
separately  certificated  points  could  be 


*  Frontier’s  application  has  been  on  file  for 
nearly  two  years  and  the  conununltles  have 
been  granted  a  formal  120-day  deferment. 
Because  of  the  Importance  of  the  questions 
presented  to  the  affected  communities,  we 
feel  that  furthw  delay  is  unwarranted. 


served  conveniently  and  econwnically  in 
such  a  manner.®  Here,  however,  two  of 
the  three  affected  communities  have  op¬ 
posed  the  application  and  have  presented 
arguments  to  the  effect  that  substantial 
inconvenience  will  result  and  that  finan¬ 
cial  improvements  to  the  carrier  will  not 
be  forthcoming.  In  these  circumstances, 
it  is  appropriate  to  consider  the  conflict¬ 
ing  contentions  of  the  parties  after  a  full 
evidential  hearing.*  In  addition,  in  view 
of  its  material  bearing  on  the  position  of 
the  communities  and  in  order  to  afford 
the  Board  maximum  flexibility  in  reach¬ 
ing  its  ultimate  conclusion,  we  will  spe¬ 
cifically  include  the  Issue  of  air  taxi  re- 
placonent  service  in  lieu  of  Frontier’s 
service  at  Kearney  and  Hastings. 

Finally,  we  have  determined  that  the 
proceeding  instituted  herein  by  its  very 
nature  is  not  one  which  could  lead  to 
a  “major  Federal  action  significantly  af¬ 
fecting  the  quality  of  the  human  en- 
virwiment”  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA) .  In  a 
case  such  as  the  instant  one,  all  prospec¬ 
tive  environmental  effects,  direct  and 
secondary,  proceed  in  the  first  instance 
frOTi  changes  in  aircraft  schedules  and 
levels  of  service.  Our  conclusion  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  environment  is  largely  based, 
therefore,  upon  our  findings  that  there 
are  likely  to  be  no  environmentally  sig¬ 
nificant  changes  in  such  schedules  and 
service  levels  regardless  of  the  outcome 
of  this  proceeding.  Should  Frontier’s  ap¬ 
plication  ultimately  be  denied,  the  status 
quo  will  be  maintained  with  no  environ¬ 
mental  changes  whatsoever.  On  the  other 
hand,  should  the  application  be  grranted, 
certificated  large  aircraft  service  will  be 
eliminated  at  Hastings  and  Kearney  and 
reduced  slightly  (in  terms  of  total  take¬ 
off  and  landing  cycles)  at  Grand  Island. 
Hence,  there  would  be  s(Hne  beneficial 
impact  in  the  second  case  which  would 
be  offset  to  a  degree  by  Increases  in  sur¬ 
face  vehicular  traffic  between  the  Has¬ 
tings  and  Kearney  areas  and  the  Grand 
Island  airport.  It  is  imreasonable  to  sup¬ 
pose  on  the  face  of  the  matter  that  any 
action  which  the  Board  may  take  upon 
Frontier’s  application  will  lead,  at  worst, 
to  more  than  very  minor  environmental 
changes.^ 

^See,  e.g..  North  Ontral  Consolidation  of 
Service  to  Rhinelander  and  Lwd  Oliakes, 
Order  71-12-1,  December  1,  1971;  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Area  Airport  Investigation,  41  C.A3.  326 
(1964);  and  Greensboro/ High  Point/ Win¬ 
ston-Salem  Redesignation,  34  C.A3.  227 
(1961). 

•  See  Bridgeport  Service  Case,  Order  73-12- 
47,  December  12,  1973,  and  Frontier  Airlines, 
Service  to  Paris,  Muskogee  and  McAlester, 
Order  73-7-66,  July  13, 1973. 

^  We  are  unable  to  reach  similar  conclu¬ 
sions  with  respect  to  the  possible  op^^tion 
of  air  tcuci  r^lfM;ement  snvlce  at  Kearney 
and  Hastings  in  view  of  the  absence  of  any 
factual  material  bearing  upon  the  (^ration 
of  such  service  at  those  points.  Howeva*,  It 
is  worth  noting  that  ow  experience  has  been 
that  the  operatkm  of  air  taxi  replacement 
service  in  similar  situations  has  not  hereto¬ 
fore  resulted  in  adverse  environmental 
effects. 


Accordingly’,  we  are  not  directing  our 
staff  to  undertake  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment.  Our  conclu¬ 
sion  herein  is  not  intended  to  foreclose 
any  party  from  presenting  evidence  (sub¬ 
ject  to  the  usual  evidentiary  rules  in 
force  in  CA.B.  proceedings)  or  from 
making  arguments  with  respect  to  rele¬ 
vant  environmental  issues.  Nor  is  our  con¬ 
clusion  intended  to  foreclose  our  con¬ 
sideration  of  environmental  impacts  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  contemplated  licensing 
action  which,  though  of  a  lesser  magni¬ 
tude  than  those  required  to  trigger  the 
NEPA  procedures,  might  nonetheless  be 
relevant  to  our  decision. 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  The  application  of  Frontier  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  in  Docket  27540  be  and  it  here¬ 
by  is  set  for  hearing  as  the  Central  Ne¬ 
braska  Airport  Consolidation  Case  before 
an  administrative  law  judge  of  the  Board 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  hereafter  desig¬ 
nated  as  the  orderly  administration  of 
the  Board’s  docket  permits; 

2.  The  motion  of  Frontier  Airline”;. 
Inc.  for  an  order  to  show  cause  be  an  I 
it  hereby  is  denied;  and 

3.  The  motions  of  Frontier  Airlines. 
Inc.  and  the  Cities  of  Hasting  and  Kear¬ 
ney,  Nebraska,  for  leave  to  file  otherwise 
unauthorized  documents  be  and  they 
hereby  are  granted. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  t  .e 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  ^ 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4326  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Order  77-2-29;  Dockets  29123,  30024,  30026; 

Agreement  C.A.B.  26305] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  4th  day  of  February,  1977. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Joint 
Traffic  Conferences  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Assexjiation  (lATA) .  The 
agreement,  adopted  by  mail  vote,  has 
been  assigned  the  above  C.A.B.  agree¬ 
ment  number. 

The  agreement  proposes  new  U.S.-Co- 
lombia  group  inclusive  tour  (GIT)  fares 
for  groups  of  40,  with  a  3/ 14-day  mini¬ 
mum/maximum  stay,  and  a  minimum 
tour  price  of  $50  for  the  minimum  stay 
period  and  $10  per  day  thereafter.  One 
stopover  within  Colombia  would  be  per¬ 
mitted.  and  the  fares  are  proposed  at 
levels  of  $233,  $269,  $293,  and  $306  from 
New  York  to  Barranquilla,  Medellin, 
Bogota,  and  Cali,  respectively. 

The  Board  has  ctmcluded  to  approve 
the  instant  agreement.  Although  the 
proposed  U.S.-Colombia  GIT  fares  ap- 
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pear  rather  low  in  relation  to  carrier 
costs,  they  would  produce  yields  com¬ 
parable  to  other,  existing  GIT  fares  in 
TCl-long  haul  (U.S.-Central/South 
America)  markets  which  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board.*  Also,  the  fares  do 
not  appear  out  of  line  with  other  U.S.- 
Colombia  promotional  fares  in  terms  of 
their  conditions  of  travel  and  probable 
usage,  considering  the  existence  of  150- 
day  excursion  fares  and  group-5  fares 
which  are  considerably  less  restrictive 
albeit  at  higher  levels. 

We  note  that  the  agreement  is  marked 
to  expire  April  30,  1977,  and  that  the 
lATA  agreement  now  before  the  Board 
to  establish  UJS.-Central/South  America 
fares  from  May  1,  1977,  does  not  in¬ 
clude  U.S.-Colombia  fares.  As  indicated 
in  procedural  Order  76-11-141,  No¬ 
vember  29,  1976,  most  TCI  long-haul 
promotional  fares,  including  GIT’s  are 
proposed  to  be  increased,  and  we  would 
expect  toe  carriers  to  apply  similar  in¬ 
creases  to  toe  U.S.-Colombia  GIT  fares 
in  the  event  they  are  to  be  revalidated 
beyond  April  30, 1977,  as  part  of  an  over¬ 
all  agreement  on  U.S.-Colombia  fares. 

We  will  also  dismiss  the  outstanding 
Braniff  and  Aerocondor  complaints 
against  Avianca’s  original  filing.  As  in¬ 
dicated,  Braniff’s  discontent  has  been 
removed  by  the  increase  in  level  agreed 
to  by  Avianca.  Aerocondor,  which  does 
not  serve  New  York,  was  concerned  with 
fares  from  Miami  which  were  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  instant  lATA  agreement. 
The  Miami-Colombia  GIT  fares  filed  by 
Avianca,  with  toe  same  conditions  as  the 
New  York  fares,  i.e.,  group  of  40,  3/14 
day  validity,  and  $50  plus  $10/day  mini¬ 
mum  tour  price,  merely  match  the  level 
of  much  less  restrictive  fares  offered  by 
Aerocondor  such  as  a  0/30  day  GIT  for 
groups  of  4,  and  an  unlimited  nonaffinity 
fare  for  groups  of  25  which  allows  indi¬ 
vidual  return  travel.  Accordingly,  the 
Board  finds  that  Aerocondor’s  com¬ 
plaint  is  without  merit  and  should  be 
dismissed. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a)  and  412  of  toe  Act,  does  not 
find  Resolution  100(Mail  62)084oo,  in¬ 
corporated  in  Agreement  C.A.B.  26305,  to 
be  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in 
violation  of  the  Act,  provided  that  ap¬ 
proval  is  subject  to  the  conditions  here¬ 
inafter  imposed. 

^The  proposed  fares  would  yield  5.63-5.90 
cents  i>er  revenue  passenger-mile  RPM); 
data  submitted  by  Pan  American  and  Bran¬ 
iff  in  support  of  a  new,  overall  TCI  long 
haul  fare  structiire  agreement  adopted  by 
lATA  show  GIT  yields  averaging  5.76  and 
5.99  cents  per  RPM,  respectively,  during  the 
year  ended  September  30,  1976.  The  U.S.- 
Colombia  GIT  fares  were  originally  pro¬ 
posed  within  lATA  by  Avianca  at  levels  5- 
17  percent  lower  than  those  finally  adopted, 
and  due  to  Braniff’s  opposition  the  car¬ 
riers  were  unable  to  secure  agreement.  Avi- 
ancs,  however,  agreed  to  increase  the  pro¬ 
posed  fares’  levels  resulting  in  adoption  of 
the  instant  agreement.  Braniff  and  Aerocon- 
dOT,  a  non-IATA  Colombitm  carrier,  had 
filed  complaints  at  the  time  of  the  original 
Avianca  filing,  contending  that  the  proposed 
fares  would  be  unreasonable,  diversionary, 
and  dllutlonary. 


Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  That:  1. 
Agreement  CA.B.  26305  be  and  hereby 
is  approved,  provided  that: 

1.  The  provisions  which  at  departure 
would  permit  a  lesser  number  of  passen¬ 
gers  than  that  prescribed  by  toe  Rescdu- 
tion  to  travel  shall  not  limited  to 
situations  caused  by  circumstances  be¬ 
yond  toe  control  of  the  passengers  drop¬ 
ping  out  of  toe  group  and  toe  balance 
of  the  group  may  travel  at  no  added 
cost. 

2.  In  the  event  a  passenger  discontin¬ 
ues  his  journey  en  route  for  any  reason, 
the  amount  of  the  fare  i>aid  may  be  ap¬ 
plied  as  a  credit  toward  the  purchase  of 
transportation  at  toe  applicable  fare  cal¬ 
culated  for  the  original  point  of  origin. 
Similar  credit  towards  toe  purchase  of 
transportation  at  applicable  fares  may 
be  made  for  other  members  of  toe  fare 
group  who  belong  to  toe  immediate 
family  of  such  passenger. 

3.  Full  refund  shall  be  made  in  toe 
event  of  death  or  illness  of  toe  p>assenger 
or  of  a  member  of  toe  passenger’s  im¬ 
mediate  family  prior  to  travel. 

4.  The  amount  of  forfeiture  to  be  im¬ 
posed  in  the  event  of  cancellation  by  toe 
group  or  member  of  toe  group  at  de¬ 
parture  time  for  any  reason  shall  not 
exceed  25  percent  of  toe  fare  paid  and 
after  departure  toe  forfeiture  shall  not 
exceed  25  percent  of  toe  excess  of  toe 
price  of  toe  group  fare  ticket  over  toe 
cost  of  normal-fare  transportation  from 
point  of  origin  to  point  of  cancellation. 

2.  Except  to  toe  extent  granted  herein, 
toe  complaints  of  Braniff  Airways,  Inc. 
and  Aerovias  Condor  de  Colombia,  S.A.,- 
in  Dockets  30026  and  30024,  respectively, 
be  and  hereby  are  dismissed;  and 

3.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  Braniff  Airways,  Inc.,  Aerovias  Na- 
cionale;^  de  Colombia,  S.A.,  and  Aerovias 
Condor  de  Colombia,  S.A. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  toe  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-t328  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 

[Order  77-2-22;  Docket  No.  29123,  etc.] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreements  on  Passenger  Fares  and 
Currency  .Matters;  Order 

Adopted  by  toe  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  toe 
3rd  day  of  February  1977. 

In  toe  matter  of  agreements  adopted 
by  toe  Traffic  Conferences  of  toe  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transport  Association  relat¬ 
ing  to  passenger  fare  and  currency  mat¬ 
ters;  Order  77-2-22;  Docket  No.  29123, 
Agreement  C.A.B.  26234,  R^l  through  R- 
7;  Agreement  C>A.B.  26351,  R-1  through 
R-3;  Docket  No.  27592,  Agreement  C.AJB. 
26321,  R^l  and  R-2;  Agreement  C.A.B. 
26322;  Agreement  C.A.B.  26323,  R-1 
through  R-16. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  toe 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  toe 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (toe  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  toe  Board’s  Economic 


Regulations  between  various  air  carriers 
foreign  air  carriers  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  toe  resolutions  of  toe  Traffic 
Conferences  of  toe  International  Air 
Transix>rt  Association  (lATA).  The 
agreements  were  adopted  at  either  toe 
Composite  Passenger  and  Cargo  Traffic 
Conference-Currency  held  in  Geneva 
during  December  1976,  or  toe  Composite 
Passenger  Traffic  Conference  held  in 
Miami  during  September-October  1976. 

The  bulk  of  the  resolutions  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  these  agreements  involve  fares 
and  currency-related  adjustments  be¬ 
tween  foreign  points,  and  thus  affect  air 
transportation  as  detoed  by  the  Act  only 
insofar  as  such  fares  are  combinable  with 
fares  to/from  U.S.  points.  Those  resolu¬ 
tions  which  directly  affect  air  transporta¬ 
tion  primarily  involve  amendments  to 
currency-related  surcharges  from  for¬ 
eign  points  which  are  intended  to  relate 
local  currency  selling  fares  more  closely 
to  fluctuating  foreign  exchange  values. 

The  Board  will  herein  approve  toe  sub¬ 
ject  agreements,  which  generally  amend 
resolutions  previously  approved;  or  will 
disclaim  jurisdiction  where  toe  resolu¬ 
tions  involve  transportation  solely  be¬ 
tween  foreign  points.  We  will,  however, 
place  a  condition  on  lATA  Resolution 
001 — Permanent  Effectiveness  Resolu¬ 
tion — to  cover  all  lATA  resolutions 
setting  forth  rounding  procedures,  to 
provide  for  normal  rounding  up  or  down. 
Most  lATA  resolutions  defining  round¬ 
ing  procedures  for  any  purpose,  such  as 
the  currency  surcharge  resolutions,  state 
that  all  amounts  shall  be  roimded  up  to 
toe  next  higher  unit.  The  Board  has  pre¬ 
viously  conditioned  individual  lATA 
resolutions  to  provide  for  rounding  up 
or  down,*  and  our  similar  action  herein 
will  result  in  uniformity  for  all  areas 
where  fares  and  rates  to/from  U.S. 
points  are  involved. 

We  will  also  condition  Resolution 
021LL  (Special  Rules  for  Currency  Ad¬ 
justments — Cargo  Rates)  to  provide  for 
conversion  of  U.S. -dollar  cargo  rates  at 
toe  market  rate  of  exchange,  for  U.S.- 
originating  cargo  shipments.  It  is  evident 
from  a  reading  of  subparagraph  (7)  (b) 
(ii)  (aa)  of  toe  Resolution  that  its  ef¬ 
fect  Is  to  permit  charges  for  U.S.-origi- 
nating  transportation  in  excess  of  toe 
rates  stated  in  tariffs  on  file  with  toe 
Board,  when  such  transportation  is  paid 
for  in  U.S.  dollars  in  a  foreign  country. 
These  provisions  state  that  for  U.S.- 
originating  shipments,  toe  U.S.-dollar 
amount  stated  on  toe  airway  bill  shall 
t>e  converted  into  toe  currency  of  toe 
country  of  payment  and  then  recon¬ 
verted  into  U.S.  dollars  at  the  market 
rate  of  exchange  or  the  lATA  Resolu¬ 
tion  021b  rate,  whichever  produces  toe 
higher  amount.'  Our  condition  will  pro- 


*See  Orders  76-11-33,  November  5,  1976, 
and  76-3-76,  March  11,  1976. 

>  The  Resolution  021b  rates  refiect  the  par¬ 
ity  of  the  U.S.  dollar  with  other  currencies 
prior  to  the  February  1973  devaluation  of  the 
dollar.  Under  the  relevant  provisions  of 
Resolution  OaiLL  described  above,  a  tariff 
rate  of  $1.00  per  kg..  New  York-LcMidon. 
would  be  raised  to  $1.53  per  kg.  tor  collect 
shipments  in  London,  even  though  paid  in 
U.S.  dollars.  The  obvious  effect  of  such  pro¬ 
cedures  is  to  discoiu^e  collect  shipments. 
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vide  for  use  of  the  market  rate  of  ex¬ 
change  to  insure  the  integrity  of  the  U.S. 
doUar-rates  filed  in  official  tariffs  for 
such  shipments,  as  well  as  equity  between 
prepaid  and  collect  shipments. 

Finally,  the  Board  will  place  an  addi¬ 
tional  condition  on  Resolution  001  to 
provide  for  use  of  market  exchange  rates 
in  refunds  and  reroutings.  This  condi¬ 
tion  was  originally  imposed  on  Resolu¬ 
tions  021f  (l^>ecial  Conversion  Rates) 
and  021L  (Special  Rules  for  Fares  CTur- 
rency  Adjustments),  which  set  out  Uie 
conversion  procedures  for  refunds  and 
reroutings,  in  Order  75-6-46,  June  10, 


1975.  Resolution  022g  JT12)  approved 
herein,  however,  includes  as  a  footnote 
the  old  language  previously  conditioned, 
and  our  action  herein  will  assure  uni¬ 
formity  for  all  such  provisions  affecting 
transportation  involving  U.S.  points. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a)  and  412  of  the  Act,  makes 
the  following  findings: 

1.  It  is  not  found  that  the  following 
resolutions,  incorporated  in  the  agree¬ 
ments  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vided  that  approval  is  subject,  where 
applicable,  to  conditions  previously  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Board: 


Agreement  I  AT  A  Title  Application 

CAB  No. 


26234: 


R-1 _ 

R-2 . 

R-4 . 

R-5 . 

R-6 . 

R-7 . 

36321; 

R-2 . 

36323: 

.  R-1 . 

R-2 . 

002p 

_ _  002q 

275d 
....  281b 

„„  308 
_ 1275 

....  022i 

021b 

021  bb 

R-3 . 

....  022f 

R-4 . 

--  022g 

R-S . 

....  022i 

R-6 . 

....  022b 

R-7 . 

....  022c 

R-8 . 

....  022u 

R-9 . 

....  022J 

R-10 . 

....  022jj 

R-11 . 

....  022k 

B-12 . 

....  022kk 

E-13 . 

....  022L 

R-14 . 

....  0e2m 

R-15 . 

R-16 . 

_  022p 

26322 . 

_  022m 

Expedited— Special  Amending  Resolution _ _ _ _ _ _ 1/2  (North) 

Expedited— Special  Amending  Resolution . . . .  3/1  (Sooth) 

Expedited— Tickets:  Alterations  to  Flight  Coupons  (Amending) _ 1,  2,  3 

Expedited— Sale  of  Air  Transportation/Inclusive  Tours  Under  Install-  1 
ment  Plans  in  Local  Currency  in  Brazil  (Amending). 

Expedited— Restricted  Articles  in  Passengers  Baggage  (Amending) . 1,  2,  3 

Expedited— Lining  Out  Entries  on  Tickets  (New) _ _ 1, 2, 3 


Ex|iedited— JT12,'JT123  (South  Atlantic)  Adjustment  Factors  for  SalM  1/2, 1/2/S 
of  Passenger  Air  Transportation  (Amending. 


Expedited— Rates  of  Exchange  (Amendiiu) _ _ _ _ 1,  2,  3 

Expedited — Special  Conversion  Rates  (TCl)  (Amending) _  1 


Exp^ted— JT31  (South  Pacific)  Adjustment  Factors  for  Sales  of  Pas-  3/1 
senger  Air  Transix>rtatiou  (Amending). 

Expedited — JT31  (North  and  Central  Pacific)  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  3/1 
Passenger  Air  Traisportation  (Amending). 

Expedited— JT 12  and  JT123  (North  Atlantic)  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  1/2,  \[ilt 
Passenger  Air  Transportation  (.^mending). 

Expedited— JT23/123  Special  Rules  (or  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  Transportation  2,'3, 1^/3 
(Amending). 

Expedited— JT31  (South  Pacific)  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  3/1,  1/VS 
Transportation  (.Amending). 

Expedited — JT12  (Mid  and  South  Atlantic)  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  1/2 
(.argo  Air  Transportation  (Amending). 

Expected — JT12  (North  Atlantic)  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  Transpor-  1/2 
tation  (Amending). 

E^diteid — JT12  (North  Atlantic)  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  1/2 
Transportation  (Amending). 

Expedite — JT12  (Mid  Atlwtic)  Special  Rules  lor  Sales  of  Cargo  Air 
Transportation  (Amending). 

Expedited- TC2  Special  Rules  for  Sale$  of  Cargo  Air  Transportation  2 
(Amending). 

Expedited— jT  12  (South  Atlantic)  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  1/2 
Transportation  (Amending). 

Expedite — TC2  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  Transportatioa  2 
(Amending). 

Expedited— JT23/JT 123  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  Transporta-  2/3, 1/2/3 
tion  (Alhending). 

Expedited — ^JTSl  (North  and  Central  Pacific)  Special  Rules  (or  Sales  of  3/1, 1/2/3 
CarM  Air  Transportation  (Amending). 

Expedited — TC2  Special  Rules  for  Sales  of  Cargo  Air  Transportation  2 
(Amending).  / 


Agreement  lATA  Resolution 
CAB 


26351: 

R-1 .  300  (Mail  86)  063. 

R-2 .  300  (Mail  86)  063. 


2.  It  is  not  foimd  that  the  following  resolutions,  incorporated  in  the  agreements 
indicated,  affect  air  transportation  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act: 

Agreement  lATA  Title  Applicatfon 

CAB  No. 


26234: 

R-3 .  092  Expedited— Student  Ffires  (Amending) . . . . . .  2 


Agreement 

lATA  ResotaitioD 

CAB 

26351: 

R-3 . 

.  300  (Mail  86)  084kk. 

3.  It  is  not  found  that  the  following  resolution,  incorporated  in  Agre^ent  C.A.B. 
26321  as  indicated,  is  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  vlffiation  of  the  Act  pro¬ 
vided  that  approval  is  subject  to  the  condition  herein  after  stated: 
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Afrreement 

CAB 

lATA 

No. 

THIb 

Appllcatfon 

26321: 

R-1 .  . 

622g 

JT12/123  (North  Atlantic)  Adjustment  Factors  for  Sales  of  Passenger  Air 
Transportation  (New). 

1/2,  MZiZ. 
(Canada, '2, '3). 

Provided  that:  Where  an  additional 
collection  is  made  as  a  result  of  rerout¬ 
ing  the  total  amount  collected  (Original 
fare  plus  additional  collection)  shall  not 
be  greater  than  the  fare  published  in  the 
currency  of  the  coimtry  of  transporta¬ 
tion  origination  for  the  transportation 
actually  used.  Where  payment  is  made 
in  another  currency,  conversion  shall 
take  place  at  the  local  banker’s  buying 
rate  at  the  time  and  place  of  rerouting. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  Those  portions  of  Agreements 
C.A.B.  26234,  C.A.B.  26321,  C.A.B.  26323, 
C.A.B.  26322,  and  C.A.B.  26351  set  forth 
in  finding  paragraph  one  above  be  and 
hereby  are  approv^  subject,  where  ap¬ 
plicable,  to  conditions  previously  im¬ 
posed  by  the  Board; 

2.  Jurisdiction  be  and  hereby  is  dis¬ 
claimed  with  respect  to  those  portions 
of  Agreements  C.A.B.  26234  and  C.A.B. 
26351  set  forth  in  finding  paragraph  2 
above; 

3.  'ITiat  portion  of  Agreement  C.A.B. 
26321  set  forth  in  finding  paragraph  3 
above  be  and  hereby  is  approved  subject 
to  the  condition  set  forth  therein; 

4.  The  Board’s  outstanding  approval 
of  Resolution  021IiL  is  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  condition: 

For  all  sales  of  U.S.-orginating  cargo 
air  transportation,  rates  and  charges 
shall  not  exceed  the  U.S.  dollar  amounts 
published  in  the  carrier’s  official  tariff 
on  file  with  the  Board;  where  payment 
is  made  in  another  currency,  the  stated 
U.S.-dollar  rates  and  charges  shall  be 
converted  into  the  currency  of  payment 
at  the  local  banker’s  buying  rate  of  ex¬ 
change. 

5.  Resolution  001  is  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  conditions: 

(a)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
any  lATA  resolution,  the  following  pro¬ 
cedures  shall  apply  effective  April  1, 1977, 
for  rounding  off  all  fares,  rates  and 
charges,  and  all  currency  conversions 
and  adjustments,  in  air  transportation 
as  defined  by  the  Act:  The  figure  to  be 
rounded  shall  be  rounded  up  only  when 
the  extra  digit  is  5  or  more;  otherwise 
it  shall  be  roimded  down. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
any  LATA  resolution,  the  following  pro¬ 
cedures  shall  apply  for  refunds  and  re- 
routings  in  air  transportation  as  defined 
by  the  Act: 

1.  ITie  remaining  unused  value  of  any 
transportation  document  for  refund  or 
rerouting  purposes  shall  be  calculated  in 
terms  of  the  local  currency  of  the  coun¬ 
try  of  transportation  origination,  and 
such  value  refunded  to  Uie  passenger  in 
the  same  currency  or  other  currencies 
converted  at  the  banker’s  buying  rate  at 
the  time  of  refund  in  the  country  of 
refund;  and 

2.  Where  an  additional  collecticm  Is 
made  as  a  result  of  rerouting  the  total 


amount  collected  (original  fare  plus  ad¬ 
ditional  collection)  shall  not  be  greater 
than  the  fare  published  in  the  currency 
of  the  country  of  transportation  origina¬ 
tion  for  the  transportation  actually  used. 
Where  payment  is  made  in  another  cur¬ 
rency,  conversion  shall  take  place  at  the 
local  banker’s  buying  rate  at  the  time 
and  place  of  rerouting. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.77-4135  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  29773;  Docket  77-2-27] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

TRANS  WORLD  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  Denying  Reconsideration 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  4th  day  of  February,  1977. 

By  Order  76-9-128,  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1976,  the  Boai’d  suspended,  pend¬ 
ing  investigation,  new  tariff  rules  filed  by 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan 
American)  and  Trans  World  Airlines, 
Inc.  (TWA)  which  would  have  permitted 
charter  groups  to  transfer,  at  prevailing 
mileage-based  charter  rates,  to  the  econ¬ 
omy-class  section  of  scheduled  flights. 

By  telex  dated  October  5,  1976,  Pan 
American  petitioned  the  Board  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  order  and  filed  a 
supplement  dated  October  6,  1976,  to  its 
petition  stating  the  grounds  for  the  re¬ 
quested  reconsideration.  Pan  American 
alleges  that  the  critical  issue  in  the  in¬ 
vestigation  is  the  generative  and  diver¬ 
sionary  impact  of  the  proposed  part- 
charter  service  on  existing  scheduled  and 
charter  services.  There  is  no  way  to  as¬ 
sess  this  issue  absent  actual  experience 
with  the  concept,  acxxirding  to  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican,  and  the  carrier  claims  that  its 
charter  transfer  tariff  is  the  proper  ve¬ 
hicle  for  conducting  a  part-charter  ex¬ 
periment.  Pan  American  requests  that 
the  suspension  of  the  charter  transfer 
tariff  be  rescinded  so  that  a  reliable  fac¬ 
tual  basis  can  be  develop^  for  resolving 
the  critical  issues  in  the  investigation. 

In  an  answer  filed  October  IS,  1976,  by 
member  carriers  of  the  National  Air 
Carrier  Association  (NACA) ,  it  is  argued 
that  the  petition  should  be  dismissed  as 
untimely  and,  in  any  event,  sh(»ild  be 
denied  since  the  contentions  made  by 
Pan  American  were  fully  considered  by 
the  Board  in  the  original  order  and  were 
rejected.  NACA  states  that  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can’s  petition  was  late  filed  by  at  least 
one  day,  and  possibly  two,  and  that  Pan 
American  did  not  file  a  motion  for  leave 
to  file  an  untimely  document. 


As  to  the  substance  of  the  petition, 
NACA  claims  that  the  Board  clearly  ad¬ 
dressed  and  rejected  the  idea  of  an  ex¬ 
periment  during  the  pendency  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation.  NACA  argues  that  such  an 
experiment  would  result  in  severe  injury 
to  charter-only  carriers  because  the  ex¬ 
periment  would  be  conducted  in  a  mar¬ 
ket  in  which  they  are  particularly  de¬ 
pendent — the  North  Atlantic — and  that 
the  capacity  of  the  scheduled  carriers 
available  for  part  charters  is,  in  NACA’s 
words,  enormous.  In  addition,  NAfTA 
claims  that  both  scheduled  carriers  and 
the  traveling  public  would  be  injured  by 
a  part-charter  experiment. 

Upon  full  consideration  of  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican’s  petition,  NACA’s  answer,  and 
other  relevant  matters,  the  Board  has 
decided  to  deny  the  petition.  Although 
Pan  American’s  petition  is  procedurally 
defective  as  it  was  not  timely  filed  and 
no  explanation  was  offered  for  this  inad¬ 
vertence,  we  will  consider  the  petition  on 
its  merits  as  a  matter  of  discretion.  Pan 
American  has  presented  no  new  issues  in 
its  petition  that  have  not  been  previously 
considered  by  the  Board  and  the  petition 
will  therefore  be  denied. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  204(a),  403,  404,  arid 
1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered  that:  The  petition  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  Order  76-9-128,  filed  by 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.  be 
and  hereby  is  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77^324  Filed  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

CENSUS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  OF  THE 
AMERICAN  STATISTICAL  ASSOCIATION 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.,  Appendix  I  (1974)),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Census  Advisory 
Ccmimittee  of  the  American  Statistical 
Association  will  convene  on  March  3  and 
4,  1977  at  9:00  a.m.  The  Committee  will 
meet  in  R(x>m  2424,  Federal  Building  3 
at  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in  Suitland, 
Maryland. 

The  Census  Advisory  Ccanmittee  of  the 
American  Statistical  Association  was 
establi^ed  in  1919.  It  advises  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  on  the  Bu¬ 
reau’s  programs  as  a  whole  and  on  their 
various  parts,  considers  priority  issues  in 
the  planning  of  censuses  and  surveys,  ex¬ 
amines  guiding  principles,  advises  on 
questions  of  policy  and  procedures,  and 
responds  to  Bureau  requests  for  c^iinions 
concerning  its  operations. 

Hie  Committee  is  composed  of  15  mem¬ 
bers  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
American  Statistical  Ass(x:iatlon. 
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The  agenda  for  the  March  3  meeting 
is:  (1)  Topics  of  current  interest  at  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  (2)  coverage  evalu¬ 
ation  plans  for  the  1980  census,  (3)  eval¬ 
uation  program  for  the  1977  economic 
census,  (4)  a  new  approach  to  measuring 
inventory  change,  and  (5)  Committee 
meeting  to  develop  recommendations. 

The  agenda  for  the  March  4  meeting, 
which  will  adjourn  at  12:30  p.m.  is:  (1) 
Discussion  of  Committee  recommenda¬ 
tions,  (2)  current  state  of  research  on 
1980  census  income  testing,  (3)  1980  cen¬ 
sus  progress  report,  and  (4)  discussion 
by  the  Committee  and  Census  Bureau 
Staff  of  Bureau  responses  to  prior  Com¬ 
mittee  recommendations,  and  the  status 
of  specific  Bureau  activities  described  at 
earlier  Committee  meetings. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  and  a  brief  period  will  be  set  aside 
on  March  4  for  public  c(Hnment  and 
questions.  Extensive  questions  or  state¬ 
ments  must  be  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  Committee  Control  OflBcer  at  least 
3  days  prior  to  the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  additional  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  this  meeting  or  who  wish 
to  submit  written  statements  may  con¬ 
tact  the  Committee  Control  Officer,  Mr. 
James  L.  O’Brien,  Assistant  Chief,  Sta¬ 
tistical  Research  Division,  Bureau  of  the 
Census,  Room  3573,  Federal  Building  3, 
Suitland,  Maryland.  (Mail  address: 
Washington,  D.C.  20233).  Telephone 
(301)  763-5350. 

Robert  L.  Hagak, 
Acting  Director, 
Bureau  of  the  Census. 

February  7,  1977. 

[PR  Doc.77-4815  PUed  2-9-77;8:46  amj 


Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

EXPORTERS’  TEXTILE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  V,  1975)  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Exporters’ 
Textile  Advisory  Ccunmittee  will  be  held 
at  10:00  ajn.,  on  March  15, 1977  in  Room 
5611,  Department  of  Commerce,  14th 
and  Constituti<m  Avenue,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Committee,  which  is  comprised  of 
28  members  involved  in  textile  and  ap¬ 
parel  exporting,  advises  Department  of¬ 
ficials  concerning  ways  of  Increasing  U.S. 
exports  of  textile  and  apparel  products. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  Is  as 
follows: 

1.  Review  of  Export  Data 

2.  Report  on  Conditions  in  the  Export 
Market 

3.  Recent  Foreign  Restrictions  Affecting 
TexUles 

4.  Other  Business 

A  limited  number  of  seats  will  be  avail- 
aUe  to  the  public  on  a  first  come  basis. 
The  puUte  may  file  written  statonents 
wltti  the  OommlUee  before  or-  after  the 
meeting.  Oral  statements  may  be  pre¬ 


sented  at  the  end  of  the  meeting  to  the 
extent  time  is  available. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  available  on  written  request 
addressed  to  the  DIBA  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Control  D«k,  Room  3100,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Further  information  cwicerning  the 
Committee  may  be  obtained  from  Arthur 
Garel,  Director,  Office  of  Textiles,  Main 
Commerce  Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  tele¬ 
phone  202-377-5078. 

Dated:  February  4,  1977. 

Robert  E.  Shepherd, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.77-4228  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA,  ET  Al. 

Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Articles 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  scientific  articles  pursuant  to  Section 
6(c)  of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  each 
of  the  applications  in  this  consolidated 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Special 
Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of  Im¬ 
port  Programs,  Department  (rf  Ccnn- 
merce,  Washington.  D.C.  20230. 

Decision:  Applications  denied.  Appli¬ 
cants  have  failed  to  establish  that  instru¬ 
ments  or  apparatus  of  ^uivalent  scien¬ 
tific  value  to  the  foreign  articles,  for 
such  purposes  as  the  foreign  articles  are 
intended  to  be  used,  are  not  being  man¬ 
ufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Reasons:  Subsection  301.8  of  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  provides  in  pertinent  part: 

The  applicant  shall  on  or  before  the  20th 
day  following  the  date  of  such  notice.  Inform 
the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  whether  It 
Intends  to  resubmit  another  application  for 
the  same  article  for  the  same  Intended  pur¬ 
poses  to  which  the  denied  application  relates. 
The  applicant  shall  then  resubmit  the  new 
application  on  or  before  the  90th  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  of  the  notice  of  denial  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  resubmlsslon,  unless  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  is  granted  by  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  In  writing  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  90  day  period.  •  •  •  If 
the  applicant  falls,  within  the  applicable 
time  periods  specified  above,  to  either  (a) 
Inform  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
whether  it  intends  to  resubmit  another  ap¬ 
plication  for  the  same  article  to  which  the 
denial  without  prejudice  to  resubmlsslon  re¬ 
lates,  or  (b)  resubmit  the  new  application, 
the  prior  denial  without  prejudice  to  resub- 
misslon  shaU  have  the  effect  of  a  final  deci¬ 
sion  by  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  on 
the  application  within  the  context  of  Subsec¬ 
tion  301.11. 

’The  meaning  of  the  subsection  is  that 
should  an  applicant  either  fail  to  notify 


the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  its 
intent  to  resubmit  another  triplication 
for  the  same  article  to  which  the  denial 
without  prejudice  relates  within  the  20 
day  period,  or  fails  to  resubmit  a  new 
application  within  the  90  day  period,  the 
prior  denial  without  prejudice  to  resub¬ 
mission  will  have  the  effect  of  a  final 
denial  of  the  application. 

None  of  the  applicants  to  which  this 
consolidated  decision  relates  has  satis¬ 
fied  the  requirements  set  forth  above, 
therefore,  the  prior  denials  without  prej¬ 
udice  have  the  effect  of  a  final  decision 
denying  their  respective  applications. 


Subsection  301.8  further  provides: 

•  •  •  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  shall 
transmit  a  summary  of  the  prior  denial 
without  prejudice  to  resubmlsslon,  to  the 
Fedixai.  Rzgistxk  for  publication,  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  and  to  the 
applicant. 

Each  of  the  prior  denials  without 
prejudice  to  resubmission  to  which  this 
ccmsolidated  decision  relates  was  based 
on  the  failure  of  the  respective  applicants 
to  subimt  the  required  documentation. 
Including  a  completely  executed  applica¬ 
tion  form,  in  sufficient  detail  to  allow  the 
issue  of  "scientific  equivalency”  to  be 
determined  by  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary. 

Docket  number:  76-00233.  Applicant: 
University  of  California,  San  Diego, 
Marine  Physical  Laboratory  of  the 
Scrippis  Institution  of  Oceanography, 
San  Diego.  California  92132.  Article: 
Ocean  Bottom  Seismograph  Katsujima 
Model  CJ-IB  without  Pressure  Case  and 
(3)  sets  Cassette  Tape  Deck.  Date  of 
denial  without  prejudice  to  resubmission : 
August  30,  1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00285.  Applicant: 
University  of  Illinois  Urbana-Champaign 
Campus.  Purchasing  Division.  223 
Admin.  Bldg  .Urbana,  Illinois  61801. 
Article.  Dynamic  Mechanical  Elastom- 
eter  J^te  of  denial  without  prejudice 
to  resubmission:  August  13,  1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00328.  Applicant: 
University  of  Rhode  Island,  Graduate 
School  of  Oceanc^raphy,  Kingston,  R.I. 
02881.  Article:  Mass  Electrometer,  Model 
602C.  Date  of  denial  without  prejudice  to 
resubmission:  August  17.  1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00383.  Applicant: 
University  of  Rochester,  Rochester,  N.Y. 
14627.  Article:  4  (Four)  Joulemeters,  and 
1  (One)  Digital  Readout.  Date  of  denial 
without  prejudice  to  resubmission: 
August  13. 1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00384.  Applicant: 
New  York  State  Department  of  Health, 
Division  of  Laboratories  and  Research, 
New  Scotland  Avoiue,  Albcmy,  N.Y. 
12201.  Article:  MS30  double  Beam  Mass 
Spectrmneter.  Date  of  denial  without 
prejudice  to  resubmission:  September  1, 
1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00401.  Applicant: 
Washington  University  School  cff  Medi¬ 
cine,  660  South  Ehiclid  Avenue,  St.  Loxfis, 
Mi^uri  63110.  Article:  Electnm  Micro- 
sc<H>e,  Mo<M  EM  201C  and  Accessories. 
Date  of  denial  without  prejudice  to  re¬ 
submission:  September  9,  1976. 
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Docket  number:  76-00406.  Applicant: 
S.I.U.  School  of  Medicine,  Box  3926, 
Springfield,  Illinois  62708.  Article:  Elec¬ 
tron  Microscope,  Model  EM  201  and  ac¬ 
cessories.  Date  of  denial  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  resubmission:  September  9,  1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00543.  Applicant: 
Walter  Reed  Army  Medieal  Center,  De¬ 
partment  of  Pathology,  Washington, 
D.C.  20012.  Article:  Electron  Mieroscope, 
Model  EM  lOA.  Date  of  denial  without 
prejudice  to  resubmission:  September  30, 
1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty- 
Free  Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special 
Import  Programs  Division. 
[FR  Doc.77-4230  Filed  2-0-77:8:46  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  ILLINOIS  AND 
UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications  for 

Duty-Free  Entry  of  Circular  Dichroism 

Sp^ropolarimeters 

The  following  is  a  consolidated  deci¬ 
sion  on  applications  for  duty-free  entry 
of  Circular  Dichroism  Spectropolarime- 
ters  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Edu¬ 
cational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural  Mate¬ 
rials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Public 
Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  issued  thereunder  as  amended 
(15  CTR  301).  (See  especially  Section 
301.11(e) .) 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  each 
of  the  applications  in  this  consolidated 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Special 
Import  Programs  Division,  Office  of  Im¬ 
port  Program,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  number:  76-00494.  Applicant: 
University  of  Illinois  at  the  Medical  Cen¬ 
ter,  833  South  Wood  Street,  Chicago.  Illi¬ 
nois  60680.  Article:  Model  J-40A  Auto¬ 
matic  Recording  Spectropolarimeter 
with  Alternate  Measurement  accessory. 
Manufacturer:  Japan  Spectroscopic  Co. 
Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article:  The 
article  Is  intended  to  be  used  for  investi¬ 
gations  of  the  circular  dichroism  spectra 
of  the  peptides  and  proteins  and  their 
complexes  with  non-covalently  bonded 
molecules.  Experiments  will  be  conducted 
to  relate  the  circular  dichroism  spectra 
to  the  arrangement  of  molecular  groups 
in  three-dimensional  space.  In  turn,  the 
three-dimensional  arrangement  of  mo¬ 
lecular  groups  will  be  used  to  derive  the 
basic  molecular  forces  which  stabilize  the 
arrangement  and  the  relationships  be¬ 
tween  colecular  arrangement  and  effect 
of  the  molecules  on  biological  systems. 
Application  received  by  Conunissioner  of 
Customs:  July  27, 1976.  Advice  submitted 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  on:  December  10,  1976. 

Docket  number:  76-00516.  Applicant f 
University  of  California — ^Los  Alamos 
Scientific  Laboratory,  P.O.  Box  990,  Los 
Alamos,  NM  87645.  Article:  Circular 
Dichroism  Spectrcq^olarlmeter,  Model  J- 


40C.  Manufacturer:  Japan  Spectroscopic 
Co.  Ltd.,  Japan.  Intended  use  of  article: 
The  article  is  intended  to  be  used  to 
study  biological  materials  including 
chromatin,  DNA,  structural  proteins, 
biological  dyes,  carcinogens,  synthetic 
polynucleotides  chlorophyll  and  chloro- 
plasts.  The  property  of  the  compounds  to 
be  measured  is  circular  dichroism  (CD) , 
the  differential  absorbence  of  left  and 
right  circularly  polarized  Ught.  The  re¬ 
search  to  be  conducted  tvill  include: 

(1)  Experiments  on  histones,  other 
chromosomal  proteins  and  chromatin  to 
relate  protein  metabolism  to  chromo¬ 
somal  structure  and  function. 

(2)  CJhlorophyll  experiments  to  corre¬ 
late  the  CD  spectrum  of  different  relative 
orientations  of  chlorophyll. 

(3)  CD  measurements  of  carcinogens. 
DNA,  and  chromatin  to  ascertain  if  the 
carcinogen  is  intimately  associated  with 
DNA  base. 

(4)  CD  measurements  of  polynucleo¬ 
tides  to  make  available  further  informa¬ 
tion  that  is  important  to  the  structural 
interpretation  of  polynucleotide  CD 
structure. 

Application  received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  August  20, 1976.  Advice  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  on:  December 
10.  1976. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going  applications.  Decision:  Applica¬ 
tions  approved.  No  instrument  or  ap¬ 
paratus  of  equivalent  scientific  value  to 
the  foreign  articles,  for  such  purposes 
as  these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States. 

Reasons:  Each  foreign  article  has  a 
sensitivity  limit  at  185  nancxneters  (nm) , 
200nm,  500nm,  700nm  of  8  millidegrees 
(m°)  noise,  3m°  noise,  0.5m*  noise,  and 
1.5m®  noise  respectively.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(HEW)  advises  in  its  respectively  cited 
memoranda  that  the  best  sensitivity  is 
pertinent  to  the  purposes  for  which  each 
of  the  foreign  articles  to  which  the  fore¬ 
going  applications  relate  is  intended  to 
be  used.  HEW  also  advises  that  it  knows 
of  no  domestic  instrument  or  apparatus 
of  equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of 
the  articles  to  which  the  foregoing  iqi- 
pllcations  relate  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used 
which  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  any  of  the 
foreign  articles  to  which  the  foregoing 
applications  relate,  for  such  purposes  as 
these  articles  are  intended  to  be  used, 
which  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Richard  M.  Seppa, 
Director,  Special 
Import  Programs  DMsUm. 

[FB  Doc.77-4229  Filed  2-9-77;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  INDUSTRIAL  ENERGY  COUN¬ 
CIL  SUB-COUNCILS  ON  BUSINESS 

AWARENESS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  V,  1975)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Industrial  Energy  Council  Sub- 
Councils  on  Business  Awareness,  Indus¬ 
try  Programs  and  Program  Development 
will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  March  2, 
1977,  from  2  to  4:30  p.m.  in  Conference 
Room  4830,  Main  Commerce  Building, 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Sub-Councils  will  meet  to  discuss 
their  progress  toward  meeting  their  ob¬ 
jectives  and  to  prepare  a  report  to  be 
submitted  at  the  next  full  Council 
meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  public  attend¬ 
ance  and  a  limited  number  of  seats  will 
be  available  on  a  first-come,  first-serve 
basis.  To  the  extent  that  time  permits, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  to  the  Sub-Council.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  also  invited  to  file 
written  statements  with  the  Sub-Coun¬ 
cil  before  or  after  the  meeting.  Minutes 
of  the  meeting  will  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  in  the  Executive  Director’s  of¬ 
fice  30  days  after  the  meeting.  Copies  of 
the  minutes  will  be  available  at  the  cost 
of  reproduction  at  the  same  time  upon 
written  request  addressed  to  the  DIBA 
Freedom  of  Information  Officer,  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Control  Desk,  Room 
3012,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Inquiries  should  be  addressed  to  Ms. 
Evelyn  McKessey.  Office  of  Energy  Pro¬ 
grams,  DIBA,  Room  2203,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  14th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230  Telephone  202-377-5001. 

Dated:  February  9,  1977. 

R.  Dennis  O’Connell, 
Executive  Director, 
National  Industrial  Energy  Council. 

[FR  Doc.77-4524  Filed  2-9-77;12:22  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

JAMES  H.  W.  HAIN 

Marine  Mammals  and  Endangered  Species 
Permit 

On  November  3,  1976,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
48390)  that  Dr.  James  H.  W.  Hain,  Sea 
Educaticm  Association,  Box  6,  Woods 
Hole,  Massachusetts  02543,  submitted  a 
request  to  supplement  his  Permit  so  as 
to  include  the  bowhead  whale  (Balaena 
mysUcetus),  an  endangered  species,  in 
order  to  conduct  the  same  research  ac¬ 
tivities  on  that  species  as  currently  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Permit  he  now  holds. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  4.  1977,  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service  Issued  a  Permit  to  include 
the  bowhead  whale  in  the  previous  au- 
ttUHized  activities  as  authorized  by  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  1972, 
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and  for  Scientific  Purposes  as  authorized 
by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973, 
to  Dr.  James  H.  W.  Hajn  subject  to  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  set  forth  therein.  Issu¬ 
ance  of  the  Permit  is  based,  as  required 
by  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973, 
on  a  finding  that  such  Permit  (1)  was 
applied  for  in  good  faith;  (2)  if  granted 
and  exercised,  will  not  operate  to  the  dis¬ 
advantage  of  the  endangered  species 
sited  under  the  Permit  Application;  and 
(3)  will  be  consistent  with  the  purposes 
and  policies  set  forth  in  section  2  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973. 

This  Permit  is  available  fqr  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  following 
offices: 

Director.  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street.  N.W.,  Washington, 
DC.; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01930; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval  BuUdlng, 
9450  Gandy  Boulevard,  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida  33702; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northwest  Region,  1700  Westlake 
Avenue,  North,  Seattle,  Washington  98109; 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  Southwest  Region,  300  South 
Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island,  California 
90731;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box  1668, 
Juneau,  Alaska  99802. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer 
Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(PR  Doc.77-4340  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 


LOUIS  SCARPUZZI 
Public  Display  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  a  permit  to  take  marine  mammals 
for  public  display  as  authorized  by  the 
Marme  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
(16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  Governing  the  Taking  and  Import¬ 
ing  of  Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR  Part 
216). 

Louis  Scarpuzzi  Enterprises,  Inc.,  339 
Riverside  Drive.  Fort  Myers,  Florida 
33905,  to  take  five  (5)  California  sea 
lions  (Zalophus  calif ornianus)  for  public 
display. 

The  requested  animals. will  be  cap¬ 
tured  by  a  professional  collector  on  or 
near  Santa  Cruz  or  San  Miguel  Islands 
off  Santa  Barbara,  California,  with  a 
modified  gill  net  in  the  water.  The  ani¬ 
mals  will  be  maintained  in  a  holding 
facility  near  the  capture  site  for  ac- 
limation  before  being  transported  to  the 
Applicant’s  display  facilities  by  commer¬ 
cial  air -freight  and  truck. 

The  Applicant  states  that  the  five  ani¬ 
mals  requested  are  needed  to  increase 
his  present  stock  ef  two  animals  and  to 
assure  animals  adequate  enough  both  for 
his  facility  in  Cape  Coral.  Florida,  and 
his  new  location  in  Maryville,  Tennessee. 

At  the  Florida  facility  the  animals  will 
be  displayed  in  a  circular  pool,  30  feet  in 


diameter  by  12  feet  deep,  with  two  addi¬ 
tional  pools  connecting  with  the  main 
pool. 

During  the  summer  months,  two  of  the 
seven  animals  will  be  on  display  at  the 
Tennessee  facility  in  a  pool,  56  feet  by  30 
feet,  with  depths  from  5  to  12  feet.  Both 
facilities  provide  haul-out  areas  for  the 
animals. 

The  displays  are  for  profit,  open  daily 
to  the  public  with  an  estimated  70,000 
annual  visitors  to  the  Florida  facility, 
and  an  estimated  150,000  seasonal  visi¬ 
tors  to  the  Tennessee  facility. 

The  arrangements  and  facilities  for 
transporting  and  maintaining  the  marine 
mammals  requested  in  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  application  have  been  inspected 
by  a  licensed  veterinarian,  who  has  cer¬ 
tified  that  such  arrangements  and  facili¬ 
ties  are  adequate  to  provide  for  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  marine  mammals  involved. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  in  the  following  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC.; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southeast  Region,  9450  Gandy 
Boulevard.  Duval  BuUdlng,  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida  33702;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  is  forwarding  copies 
of  this  application  to  the  Marine  Mam¬ 
mal  Commission  and  the  Committee  of 
Scientific  Advisors. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  request  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  application, 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washintgon,  D.C. 
20235,  on  or  before  March  14. 1977.  Those 
individuals  requesting  a  hearing  should 
set  forth  the  specific  reasons  why  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  this  particular  application  would 
be  appropriate.  The  holding  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the  Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  notice  in  support  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  summaries  of  those  of  the  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  do  not  necessarily  reflect  the 
views  of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

Robert  J.  Aters, 
Acting  Assistant  Director  for 
Fisheries  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice. 

(FR  Doc.77-4339  FUed  2-9-77:8:45  ami 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION . 

GENERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

February  8,  1977. 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 


86  Stat.  770),  in  accordance  with  the 
purpose  of  Section  26  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2036)  and  Section  104(d)  of  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974  (42 
U.S.C.  5814),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  General  Advisory  Committee  will 
hold  a  meeting  on  March  1  and  2,  1977, 
in  Washington,  D.C.  The  following  con¬ 
stitutes  that  portion  of  the  Committee’s 
agenda  for  the  above  meeting  which  will 
be  open  to  the  public.  These  sessions  will 
be  held  on  March  1  and  2  in  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Room,  Quality  Inn  MoteL  415 
New  Jersey  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

March  1 

10:30-11:30  a.m. — Energy  Demand  Esti¬ 
mates 

11:30-12:30  p.m. — Compilation  of  Electric 
Power  Demand  In  the  Year  2000 

2:00-3:00  p.m. — ^Follow-up  on  Field  Lab¬ 
oratory  (FLU)  Study  (1975) 

3:00-3:30  p.m. — GAC’s  Solar  Study 

March  2 

9:00-10:00  a.m. — ERDA’s  Patent  Policy 

10:00-11:30  a.m. — ERDA’s  University  Pro¬ 
grams 

11:30-12:30  p.m.— ERDA’s  FY  1978  Budget 

In  addition  to  the  above  agenda  items, 
the  Committee  will  meet  with  ERDA 
Headquarters  staff,  and  hold  executive 
sessions  not  open  to  the  public  under  the 
authority  of  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92- 
463  as  follows: 

March  1 

9:00  a.m.— Ford  Foundation  Study  on  Nu¬ 
clear  Energy  Policy  (Exemption  4) 

3:00  p.m. — ^Discuss  and  exchange  views  on 
major  policy  concerns  raised  during  the  open 
sessions  (Exemption  5) 

March  2 

2:00  p.m. — ^Discuss  and  exchange  views  on 
major  policy  concerns  raised  during  the  open 
sessions  (Exemption  5) 

Those  sessions  will  involve  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  proprietary  information  with 
Ford  Foundation  representatives  and 
therefore,  exempt  from  disclosure  under 
5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ,  and  the  exchange  of 
opinions  and  formulation  of  recommen¬ 
dations  on  the  above  agenda  topics  ex¬ 
empt  from  disclosure  under  5  U.S.C.  552 
(b)(5). 

I  have  determined  that  it  is  necessary 
to  close  these  portions  of  the  meeting  to 
exchange  opinions  and  formulate  rec¬ 
ommendations.  the  discussion  of  which, 
if  written  would  fall  within  exemptions 
(4)  and  (5)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b).  Any  non¬ 
exempt  material  that  may  be  discussed 
at  these  sessions  will  be  inextricably  in¬ 
tertwined  with  the  discussion  of  exempt 
material  and  no  further  separation  is 
practical.  It  is  essential  to  close  such 
portions  of  the  meeting  to  protect  such 
privileged  information  to  protect  the 
free  interchange  of  intemal.Views  and 
avoid  undue  interference  with  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  Committee  operation. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule. 

The  Chairman  is  empowered  to  con¬ 
duct  the  meeting  in  a  manner  that  in  his 
judgment  w’ill  facilitate  the  orderly  con¬ 
duct  of  business. 
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With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
agenda  items,  scheduled  above,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply : 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  on  agenda  items  may  do  so 
oy  mailing  13  copies  thereof,  postmarked 
no  later  than  February  21,  1977,  to  the 
Secretary,  General  Advisory  Committee, 
U.S.  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 
Comments  shall  be  based  on  the  above 
agenda  items.  Minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  kept  open  for  30  days  for  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  written  statements  for  the 
record. 

(b)  Information  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  rescheduled  or  relo¬ 
cated  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  tele¬ 
phone  call  on  February  28,  1977,  to  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Committee 
on  (202)  376-4678  between  8:30  a.m.  and 
5:00  p.m.,  eastern  time. 

(c)  Questions  at  the  meeting  may  be 
propounded  only  by  members  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee. 

(d)  Seating  to  the  public  will  be  made 
available  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  course  of  the  meeting, 
will  be  permitted  both  before  and  after 
the  meeting  and  during  any  recess.  The 
use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(f)  Copies  of  the  minutes  will  be  made 
available  for  copying,  following  their 
certification  by  the  Chairman,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  at  the  Energy  Research 
and  Development  Administration’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Document  Room,  20  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
upon  payment  of  all  charges  required  by 
law. 

Harry  Peebles, 
Deputy  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.77-4445  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[PRL  684-7] 

AIR  QUALITY  STANDARDS;  REVIEW  OF 
NEW  SOURCES 

Availability  of  Support  Document  and 
Exten^on  of  Comment  Period 

On  December  21,  1976,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  published  at 
41  FR  55524  an  Interpretative  Ruling  on 
the  preconstruction  review  requirements 
for  stationary  sources  of  air  pollution 
under  40  CFR  51.18.  The  Ruling  provides 
that  a  major  new  source  may  locate  in 
an  area  violating  a  national  ambient  air 
quality  standard  only  if  stringent  con¬ 
ditions  can  be  met.  These  conditions  are 
designed  to  insure  that  the  new  source’s 
emissions  will  be  controlled  to  the  great¬ 
est  degree  possible;  that  more  than 
equivalent  offsetting  emission  reductions 
(“emission  offsets”)  will  be  obtained  from 
existing  sources;  and  that  there  will  be 


progress  toward  achievement  of  such 
ambient  standard.  While  the  ruling  was 
made  immediately  effective,  public  com¬ 
ments  were  solicited,  with  the  comment 
period  closing  February  15,  1977, 

Also  on  December  21,  1976,  EPA  pub¬ 
lished  an  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (41  FR  55558)  dealing  with 
revisions  to  the  requirements  for  pre¬ 
construction  review  of  new  or  modified 
air  pollution  sources  set  forth  under 
ET*A’s  Regulations  for  Preparation, 
Adoption,  and  Submittal  of  Implementa¬ 
tion  Plans  (40  CFR  Part  51).  The  pro¬ 
posals  in  the  ANPRM  were  closely  related 
to  above  Interpretative  Ruling  and  both 
notices  encouraged  commentors  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  single  set  of  comments. 

Several  requests  to  extend  the  com¬ 
ment  period  have  been  received.  Since 
EPA  will  be  holding  hearings  on  the 
Interpretative  Ruling  through  March  17, 
1977  (see  41  FR  3888),  the  written  com¬ 
ment  period  will  therefore  be  extended 
through  March  17, 1977. 

The  December  21,  1976,  ANPRM  also 
discussed  a  draft  report  concerning  the 
geographic  areas  w’here  hydrocarbon 
control  programs,  including  emission  off¬ 
set  requirements,  would  be  most  effective 
in  reducing  ambient  levels  of  photo¬ 
chemical  oxidant.  This  draft  report  en¬ 
titled  “Effectiveness  of  Organic  Emission 
Control  Programs  as  a  F^inction  of  (Geo¬ 
graphic  Location”  is  now  availabile  at 
the  Public  Information  Center  (PM- 
215),  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
401  M  Street.  S.W..  Washington,  D.C. 
20460.  Comments  on  this  report  should 
be  submitted  as  part  of  the  comments  on 
the  ANPRM. 

Dated:  P’ebruary  3, 1977. 

Edward  T.  ’Tverk, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

(FR  Doc,77-4182  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[FRL  685-2:  OPP-180110) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Issuance  of  Specific  Exemption  To  Use 
Naled  To  Control  the  Oriental  Fruit  Fly 
in  California 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
18  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as 
amended  (86  Stat.  973;  89  Stat.  751  (7 
U.S.C.  136(a)  et  s^.)),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  has  granted  a  specific 
exemption  to  the  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine  Programs,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service,  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  “USDA”)  to  use  22,400 
grams  of  active  Naled  to  eradicate  smsdl 
populations  of  the  Oriental  Fruit  Fly  in 
California;  recently  established  infesta¬ 
tions  have  been  discovered  in  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Diego  Counties.  ’This  exemption 
was  granted  in  accordance  with,  and  is 
subject  to,  the  provisions  of  40  CFTt  Part 
166,  issued  December  3,  1973  (38  FR 
33303),  which  prescribes  requirements 
for  exemption  of  Federal  and  State  agen¬ 


cies  for  use  of  pesticides  under  emer¬ 
gency  conditions. 

This  notice  contains  a  summary  of 
certain  information  required  by  regula¬ 
tion  to  be  included  in  the  notice.  For 
more  detailed  information,  interested 
parties  are  referred  to  the  aiH>licati(»i  on 
file  with  the  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
401  M  Street,  S.W.,  Room  EJ-315,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460. 

According  to  the  USDA,  this  recent 
infestation  of  the  Oriental  Fruit  Fly 
(Dacus  dorsalis  Hendel)  was  first  con¬ 
firmed  in  the  Beverly  Hills  area,  Los 
Angeles  County,  on  August  2, 1976.  Naled 
eradication  treatments  began  on  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1976,  under  a  crisis  exemption 
promulgated  by  USDA  on  that  date. 
Notice  of  the  crisis  exemption  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  (Dcto- 
ber  1,  1976  (41  FR  43445) .  In  addition, 
USDA  submitted  a  request  for  a  specific 
exemption  to  use  Naled  to  control  the 
oriental  fruit  fly  in  Los  Angeles  County. 
Since  that  request,  another  infestation 
of  the  pest  was  confirmed  in  San  Diego; 
treatment  of  that  infestation  was  con¬ 
ducted  by  USDA  by  authority  of  a  spe¬ 
cific  exemption  which  was  issued  on 
October  22.  1975,  for  that  use.  However, 
that  specific  exemption  expired  on  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1976;  accordingly,  the  USDA 
amended  its  request  for  a  specific  exemp¬ 
tion,  asking  that  San  Diego  County  be 
added  to  the  treatment  area. 

There  are  no  pesticides  registered  spe¬ 
cifically  to  control  the  oriental  fruit  fly 
because  the  pest  is  not  endemic  to  the 
continental  United  States.  This  insect  is 
one  of  the  most  destructive  pests  of  fruits 
and  vegetables,  the  USDA  stated.  The 
oriental  fruit  fly  attacks  over  150  crop 
species,  including  apricots,  avocados,  ci¬ 
trus,  figs,  mangoes,  papayas,  peaches, 
Dears,  peppers,  and  tomatoes,  as  well  as 
ornamental  plants.  ’This  insect  thus  poses 
a  serious  economic  threat  to  the  fruit  and 
vegetable  industries  in  the  United  States. 
The  pest  has  been  detected  numerous 
times  in  the  last  13  years,  but  eradication 
has  nearly  always  been  possible  in  ^e 
past  by  male  annihilation  techniques. 

The  USDA  proposed  to  use  a  toxicant, 
viscid  bait  consisting  of  88  percent  meth¬ 
yl  eugenol,  five  (5)  percent  Naled,  and 
seven  (7)  percent  Thixcin-E.  Each  bait 
spot  or  station  (6-inch  diameter  spot) 
will  require  approximately  0.25  gram  of 
Naled  applied  by  hand  equipment  to  tele¬ 
phone  poles,  other  inanimate  objects,  and 
host  trees  in  the  infested  area.  All  baits 
vrill  be  placed  out  of  the  normal  reach  of 
children  and  pets.  Applications  will  be 
made  at  least  four  (4>  times  at  two- 
week  intervals,  with  600  stations  per 
square  mile.  A  maximum  of  22,400  grams 
of  Naled  will  be  applied,  17,000  grams  in 
Los  Angeles  County,  and  5,400  grams  in 
San  Diego  County.  ’The  Naled  toxicant 
bait  treatment  is  a  male  oriental  fruit  fly 
annihilation  technique;  it  is  not  effective 
for  control  of  females  of  this  species. 
During  the  recent  infestation,  females 
have  not  been  discovered. 

Naled  (Dibrom)  is  registered  for  use 
on  citrus  crops  as  a  foliage  application  at 
a  rate  of  application  considerably  higher 
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than  the  rate  of  application  to  be  used  in 
the  USDA  control  program.  Methyl  euge- 
nol  is  an  attractant  ard  Thixcin-E  is  a 
thickening  agent,  both  of  which  pose  no 
known  threat  to  man  or  the  environ¬ 
ment.  The  controls  proposed  will  be  ade¬ 
quate  to  prevent  misuse  of  the  pesticides 
and  prevent  any  serious  short-  or  long¬ 
term  adverse  environmental  effects. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  specific 
exemption  granted  in  1975  to  the  USDA 
permitted  the  use  of  Diozinon,  mala- 
thion,  and  Naled  for  eradication  of  this 
pest  in  San  Diego  County.  In  that  specific 
exemption  request,  USDA  agreed  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  additional  data  required  for  reg¬ 
istration  of  Diazinon,  malathion  bait, 
and  a  Naled  bait  identical  to  the  one  to 
be  used  now,  for  control  of  the  oriental 
fruit  fiy.  The  USDA  further  agreed  to 
carry  out  one  of  the  three  following 
courses  of  action  regarding  these  pesti¬ 
cides:  (1)  submit  an  application  for  reg¬ 
istration;  (2)  ensure  that  an  application 
for  registration  is  submitted  by  another 
party;  or  (3)  withdraw  the  use  of  these 
pesticides  no  later  than  October  21, 1976, 
provided,  however,  that  there  were  no  ex¬ 
ternal  conditions  which  disrupted  the 
planned  research  or  methods  develop¬ 
ment  program,  making  it  impossible  to 
obtain  the  data  that  are  necessary  for 
registration.  External  conditions  shall 
not  include  the  lack  of  the  necessary 
personnel  or  funds.  When  the  EPA  re¬ 
quested  information  concerning  USDA’s 
progress  in  complying  with  these  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  1975  exemption  (published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  12. 
1975  (40  FR  52758) ) ,  the  USDA  stated 
that  the  eradication  program  in  Califor¬ 
nia  for  the  oriental  fruit  fiy  does  not 
readily  lend  itself  to  the  collection  of 
data  to  support  the  minimum  effective 
dosage  and  effective  dosage  range  as 
specified  in  the  final  section  3  regulations 
(published  July  3,  1975) ;  the  primary 
reason  for  this,  USDA  stated,  is  that 
populations  have  not  been  allowed  to  be¬ 
come  established  in  the  continental 
United  States.  Thus,  USDA  asserts,  data 
to  provide  the  information  required  for 
registration  must  be  developed  outside 
the  continental  United  States.  However, 
USDA  has  determined  that  data  avail¬ 
able  may  support  a  claim  for  the  aerial 
application  of  malathion  bait  spray  for 
use  in  these  programs,  including  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Mediterranean  fruit  fiy.  The 
USDA  stated,  however,  that  data  to  sup¬ 
port  the  use  of  Naled  in  a  bait  lure  were 
totally  insufficient  to  support  any  claims. 
USDA  is  currently  in  the  process  of  com¬ 
piling  sidditional  data  in  the  form  of  field 
reports  and  other  laboratory  mforma- 
tion  which  it  feels  may  support  the  use  of 
the  Naled  bait  lure  formulation  for 
ground  application.  Further  informa¬ 
tion  will  not  be  collected  on  Diazinon  as 
a  soil  drench,  as  this  was  determined  to 
be  insufficiently  efficacious  against 
larvae. 


After  reviewing  the  application  and 
other  available  mformation,  EPA  has  de¬ 
termined  that  (a)  a  pest  outbreak  of  the 
oriental  fruit  fly  has  occurred;  (b)  there 
is  no  pesticide  presently  registered  and 
available  for  use  to  control  this  pest  in 
California;  (c)  there  are  no  alternative 
means  of  control,  taking  into  account  the 
efficacy  and  hazard;  (d)  significant  eco¬ 
nomic  problems  may  result  if  the  ori¬ 
ental  fruit  fly  is  not  controlled;  and  (e) 
the  time  available  for  action  to  mitigate 
the  problems  posed  is  insufficient  for  a 
pesticide  to  be  registered  for  this  use.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  USDA  has  been  granted 
a  specific  exemption  to  use  the  pesticides 
noted  above  until  November  1,  1977,  to 
the  extent  and  in  the  manner  set  forth 
in  the  application.  The  specific  exemp¬ 
tion  is  also  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

1.  The  treatment  area  is  limited  to  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Diego  Counties: 

2.  The  toxicant,  viscid  bait  shall  be 
applied  as  discussed  above; 

3.  A  maximum  of  22.400  grams  of  ac¬ 
tive  Naled  will  be  applied; 

4.  All  applications  will  be  made  by 
trained  personnel  of  the  USDA  and  the 
California  Department  of  Food  and  Ag¬ 
riculture:  and 

5.  Data  must  be  collected  during  this 
exemption  period  and  registration  of 
Naled  for  this  use  must  be  pursued. 

Dated:  February  3, 1977. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Pesticide  Programs. 

(PR  Doc.77-4184  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  ami 


(FRL  684-8] 

GRANTS  FOR  CONSTRUCTION  OF 
TREATMENT  WORKS 

Temporary  Class  Deviation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  of  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  temcorary  class  deviation  from 
40  CFR  35.925-18(a)  (3). 

The  purpose  of  issuing  this  deviation 
is  to  provide  assistance  to  States  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  problem  of  moving  con¬ 
struction  grant  protects  from  planning 
to  design  to  the  initiation  of  cwistruc- 
tion  rapidly  enough  so  as  not  to  lose  FY- 
76  allotments — the  initial  obligation  of 
which  expires  on  September  30,  1977. 

The  deviation  memorandum  reads  as 
follows: 

Date:  January  28, 1977. 

Subject:  Temporary  Class  Deviation  from  40 
CFR  35.925-18(a)(3). 

Prom:  Alexander  J.  Greene,  Director,  Grants 
Administration  DlvlMon  (PM-216) 

To:  Regional  Administrators. 

The  purpose  of  this  memorandum  is  to 
provide  a  class  deviation  from  the  40  CFR 
35.925-18(a)  (3)  requirement  precluding 
grant  eligibility  of  preaward  Step  2  work. 

The  time  required  between  the  completion 
of  a  faculties  plan  by  the  engineer  and  final 


approval  and  award  of  a  Step  2  grant  Is  fre¬ 
quently  three  to  six  months.  The  tasks  which 
must  be  completed  In  this  period  usually 
Include  public  participation.  A-96  review, 
acceptance  by  Implementing  governmental 
units.  State  review  and  certification  and  EPA 
review  and  award  of  a  Step  2  grant.  The 
provisions  of  40  CFR  3S.925-18(a)  (3)  do  not 
permit  the  grantee  to  begin  Step  2  design 
work  prior  to  approval  of  a  Step  2  grant, 
and  as  a  consequence  program  on  a  project 
Is  frequently  slowed  or  halted.  Accordingly, 
construction  of  new  facilities  and  attendant 
pollution  control  benefits  are  delayed. 

A  class  deviation  from  the  requirements  of 
40  CFR  35.925-18(a)  (3)  Is  hereby  granted. 
The  Regional  Administrator  may  authorize 
preaward  Step  2  work  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
after  determination  that  the  following  con¬ 
ditions  are  met : 

1.  The  grantee  has  requested  In  writing  au¬ 
thorization  to  proceed  with  Step  2  work  at 
his  own  risk. 

2.  The  grantee  Is  prepared  to  begin  Step  2 
work  prior  to  the  anticipated  date  of  the  Step 
2  grant  and  will  save  a  significant  amount  of 
time  in  doing  so. 

3.  Based  on  a  review  of  a  draft  facility  plan, 
environmental  assessment  and  other  docu¬ 
mentation  it  Is  determined  that  the  entire 
project  or  the  portion  of  the  prolect  for 
which  preaward  work  Is  authorized  is  likely 
to  be  the  most  cost-effective  alternative  and 
without  significant  adverse  environmental 
impacts. 

4.  Sufficient  funds  are  available  in  the 
existing  State  allotment  to  cover  the  orcsnec- 
tlve  Step  2  grant  should  the  grantee  later 
become  eligible  for  a  Step  2  award.  Such 
funds  must  be  formally  encumbered  bv  the 
State,  using  the  State  Priority  Certificate 
(Form  5700-281 ,  and  must  be  reserved  by  the 
Regional  Administrator  and  hence  not  avail¬ 
able  for  other  use 

5.  The  costs  of  the  authorized  preaward 
work  will  not  exceed  30  percent  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  total  Step  2  eligible  costs  which  will 
result  from  the  Step  1  plan. 

6.  The  Step  2  and  Step  3  grants  for  the 
prolect  are  on  the  approved  FY  77  priority 
list  and  a  grant  award  for  the  Step  3  project 
is  necessary  to  prevent  a  portion  of  the 
State’s  ry  76  construction  grant  allotment 
from  being  reallotted  at  the  close  of  the 
initial  allotment  period,  and  the  Region  fully 
expects  to  award  the  Step  2  and  Step  3  grants 
by  September  30,  1977. 

The  authority  to  make  the  determination 
required  above  and  to  authorize  preaward 
Step  2  work  may  not  be  delegated  by  the 
grant  approving  official. 

Authorizations  granted  under  this  devia¬ 
tion  are  to  contian  the  following  provisions: 

1.  A  clear  description  of  the  preaward  work 
covered  bv  the  authorization  including  eligi¬ 
ble  costs  to  be  incurred. 

2.  A  statement  that  the  grantee  undertakes 
the  preaward  work  at  his  own  risk  and  that 
the  authorization  does  not  in  any  manner 
commit  the  Agency  to  reimburse  for  this 
work  in  the  future.  Such  work,  later  found 
not  in  conformance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  finally  approved  facility  plan 
(including  the  environmental  review)  will 
be  ineligible  for  grant  funds  and.  therefore, 
the  cost  of  such  work  would  have  to  be  borne 
by  this  grantee. 

3.  A  statement  that  procurement  of  the 
preaward  work  mdst  conform  fullv  with  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  Parts  30  and  35, 
especially  SS  35.936  ai.d  36.937 
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This  class  deviation  expires  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30, 1977. 

Dated:  February  1, 1977 
Concurrence: 

Richard  Redeniits, 

Acting  Assistant 

for  Planning  and  Management  (PM-20.S\ 
Dated:  February  1, 1977. 

Concurrence: 

Andrew  W.  Breidenbach, 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Water 
and  Hazardous  Materials  (WH-556). 

Dated:  February  1, 1977. 

Richard  Redenius, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Planning  and  Management. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

Andrew  W.  Breidenbach, 

»  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 
[FR  Doc.77-4183  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  ami 


[FRL  685-3] 

MANAGEMENT  ADVISORY  GROUP  TO  THE 
MUNICIPAL  CONSTRUCTION  DIVISION 

Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Man¬ 
agement  Advisory  Group  to  the  Munici¬ 
pal  Construction  Division  will  be  held  at 
9:00  a.m.  on  March  10-11,  1977.  On 
March  10  the  meeting  will  be  held  at 
Crystal  Mall  No.  2.  Room  1112,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  A,  1901  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  Virginia.  On  March 
11  the  meeting  w’ill  be  held  at  Waterside 
MaU,  Room  3906-3908,  401  M  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  de¬ 
velop  the  advice  and  comment  of  the 
Management  Advisory  Group  on  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  Amendments  of 
1972  (Pub.  L.  92-500) ,  espwially  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  National  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Water  Quality.  Other  matters  of 
lurgency  will  also  be  on  the  agenda. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Any  member  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  should  contact  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Mr.  Harold  Cahill,  Director,  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Construction  Division,  EPA, 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  The  telephone 
number  is  area  code  202-426-8986. 

Dated:  February  3, 1977. 

Andrew  W.  Breidenbach, 

Assistant  Administrator  for 
Water  and  Hazardous  Materials. 

IFR  Doc.77-4186  Filed  2-9-77;8;45  am] 


[FRL  685-1;  OPP-660241 

PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 

Cancellation  of  Registration  of  Pesticide 
Products  Containing  Benzene  Hexachlo- 
ride  (BHC) 

Pursuant  to  section  6(a)(1)  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Ro- 
denticide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86 


NOTICES 


stat.  973,  89  Stat.  751,  U.S.C.  136(a)  et 
seq.),  on  October  27.  1976,  Chapmaii 
Chemical  Co.,  PO  Box  9158,  Memphis 
TN  38109  requested  that  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  cancel 
its  registration  for  BHC  1  EMULSIFl- 
ABLE  CONCENTRATE  (EPA  Registra¬ 
tion  No.  1022-144) .  On  the  same  date,  the 
Quantex  Corporation,  a  subsidijffy  of. 
Chapman  Chemical  Co.,  also  requested 
that  the  Agency  cancel  its  registration 
for  QUANTEX-BHC  (EPA  Registration 
No.  30940-3) . 

Cancellation  shall  be  effective  March 
14,  1977  unless  the  registrants,  or  an 
interested  person  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  registrants,  request  that  the  reg¬ 
istrations  be  continued  in  effect. 

Requests  concurred  in  by  the  regis¬ 
trants  that  the  registration  of  these 
products  be  continued,  and  any  com¬ 
ments  concerning  this  action,  may  be 
submitted  in  tripli(;ate  to  the  Federal 
Register  Section,  Technical  Services  Di¬ 
vision  (WH-569) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  East  Tower,  Rm.  401,  401  M  St. 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460.  Any  such 
submissions  should  bear  a  notation  in¬ 
dicating  both  the  subject  and  the  OPP 
document  control  number  (OPP-66024) . 
Any  comments  or  other  documents  filed 
regarding  this  notice  of  cancellations  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
office  of  the  Federal  Register  Section 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated:  February  9,  1977, 


Edwin  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 
[PR  Doc.77-4185  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[FRL  667-6;  FIFRA  Doc.  No.  382;  OPP-00035] 

REGISTRATION  OF  M^  SODIUM  CYA¬ 
NIDE  CAPSULES  TO  CONTROL  PREDA¬ 
TORS 

Modification  of  Order  To  Include  Indian 
Governing  Authorities 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  intends  to  modify  Restric¬ 
tions  No.  3  and  4  in  the  Order  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1975  (published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  September  29,  1975,  40  FR 
44726),  regarding  registration  of  sodium 
cyanide  capsules  to  be  used  in  the  M-44 
device  for  predator  control.  The  perti¬ 
nent  part  of  Restrictions  No.  3  and  4  pro¬ 
vides  that  only  State  and  Federal  regis¬ 
trants  may  purchase  sodium  cyanide- 
capsules  for  use  in  the  M-44  device.  The 
Administrator  proposes  to  include  the 
governing  authorities  of  Indian  reserva¬ 
tions  not  subject  to  State  jurisdiction  as 
eligible  registrants.  The  reasons  for  pro¬ 
posing  this  modification  are  explained 
below. 

Background 

EPA  registrations  of  sodium  cyanide 
for  use  in  predator  control  were  sus¬ 
pended  and  cancelled  March  9,  1972  (37 
FR  5718) ,  by  Order  of  the  Administrator. 
On  August  12-15,  1975,  pursuant  to  a 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 


(40  FR  29755) ,  public  hearings  were  held 
in  Washington  DC,  with  respect  to  ap¬ 
plications  for  registration  of  sodium 
cyanide  capsules  for  use  in  the  M-44  de¬ 
vice  for  predator  control.  The  hearings 
were  called  in  accordance  wi^  40  CFR 
164,  Subpart  D,  on  the  basis  of  a  finding 
by  the  Administrator  that  there  appeared 
to  be  substantial  new  evidence  which 
might  materially  affect,  and  justify  re¬ 
consideration  of,  the  prior  suspension  and 
cancellation  Order.  On  September  16, 
1975,  the  Administrator  issued  his  deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  modifying  the  prior  sus¬ 
pension  and  cancellation  Order  to  allow 
registration  of  s(xlium  cyanide  capsules 
for  use  in  the  M-44  device  for  pr^ator 
control  subject  to  certain  enumerated 
restrictions:  these  documents  were  pub¬ 
lished  September  29,  1975  (40  FR  44726). 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Although  several  parties  to  the  hear¬ 
ings  sought  to  modify  the  initial  Restric¬ 
tion  No.  18  to  prohibit  the  use  of  sodium 
cyanide  capsules  by  private  applicators, 
the  Administrator  declined  to  do  so.  The 
restriction  was  incorporated  into  the 
September  16,  1975,  Order  as  follows: 

3.  Registrations  for  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  to  be  used  In  the  M-44  device  may  be 
granted  to  persons  other  than  State  and 
Federal  agencies;  provided,  that  such  per¬ 
sons  shall  be  authorized  to  sell  sodium  cya¬ 
nide  capsules  only  to  State  and  Federal  regis¬ 
trants.  Only  State  and  Federal  registrants 
shall  be  permitted  to  sell,  give,  or  distribute 
sodium  cyanide  capsules  to  individual  appli¬ 
cators.  State  and  Federal  registrants  may 
authorize  or  license  private  applicators  to 
use  the  M-44  device  pursuant  to  an  approved 
plan  for  the  certification  of  private  applica¬ 
tors  in  accordance  with  Section  4  of  FIFRA 
if  such  private  applicators  have  completed 
the  training  program  set  forth  herein.  How¬ 
ever,  prior  to  the  approval  of  such  plans. 
State  and  Federal  registrants  may  authorize 
or  license  private  applicators  to  use  the  M-44 
device,  under  State  or  Federal  supervision 
and  control,  after  the  completion  of  the 
training  program  as  set  forth  herein.  Federal 
and  State  registrants  shall  train  all  individ¬ 
ual  applicators,  and  such  training  shall  in¬ 
clude,  but  need  not  be  limited  to:  (1)  Train¬ 
ing  In  safe  handling  of  the  capsules  and 
placement  of  the  device;  (2)  Training  in  the 
proper  use  of  the  antidote  kit;  (3)  Instruc¬ 
tions  regarding  proper  placement  of  the  de¬ 
vice:  and  (4)  Instructions  in  recordkeeping. 
Federal  and  State  registrants  shall  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  Insuring  that  the  restrictions 
set  forth  herein  are  observed  by  all  individ¬ 
ual  applicators  to  whom  such  registrants 
sell,  give,  or  distribute  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  and/or  M-44  devices. 

Additionally,  Restriction  No.  4  forbids 
the  handling,  sale  or  transfer  of  sodiiml 
cyanide  capsules  and  M-44  devices  by 
anyone  ncit  authorized  by  State  or  Fed¬ 
eral  registrants  to  do  so: 

4.  M-44  devices  and  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  shall  not  be  sold  or  transferred  to,  or 
entrusted  to  the  care  of,  any  person  not  au¬ 
thorized  or  licensed  by.  Or  under  the  super¬ 
vision  or  control  of  a  F^eral  or  State  regis¬ 
trant. 

With  this  past  few  weeks,  the  Navajo 
Nation,  which  was  a  party  to  the  M-44 
proceedings,  has  informed  the  Agency 
of  certain  facts  which  were  not  presented 
at  the  public  hearings  in  August  1975.  In 
particular,  federal  law  and  treaties  be¬ 
tween  the  Navajo  Nation  and  the  United 
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States  provide  that  there  shall  be  no 
State  jurisdiction  over  the  Navajo  reser¬ 
vation.  In  addition,  lands  subject  to 
Navajo  authority  are  not  under  the  di¬ 
rect  control  of  the  Federal  Government. 
The  Navajos,  like  many  other  Indian 
tribes,  govern  themselves  and  exercise 
jurisdiction  over  tribal  lands. 

It  is  apparent  that  since  the  Order  of 
Septanber  16,  1975  refers  only  to  State 
and  Federal  registrants  the  Navajos  can¬ 
not  avail  thensdves  of  the  provisions  of 
that  Order.  If  autonomous  Indian  tribes 
are  to  receive  the  same  relief  frmn  pred¬ 
ators  granted  other  bodies  politic,  they, 
as  governing  authorities,  must  be 
granted  an  opportimity  to  register  and 
use  sodium  cyanide  capsules  in  the  M-44 
device  \  Therefore,  the  following  modi¬ 
fications  to  the  Sept«nber  16,  1975, 
Order  are  proposed: 

3.  Registration  for  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  to  be  used  in  the  M-44  device  may  be 
granted  to  persons  other  than  State  and 
Federal  agencies;  provided,  that  such  persons 
shall  be  authorized  to  sell  said  capsules  <mly 
to  State  and  Federal -registrants  except  that 
Indian  governing  auhorities  ond  reservations 
not  subject  to  State  Jurisdiction  are  also 
eligible  to  obtain  registrations.  Only  State, 
Federal  and  Indian  registrants  shall  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  sell,  give,  or  otherwise  distribute 
sodiiun  cyanide  capsules  to  individual  appli¬ 
cators.  Such  State,  Federal  or  Indian  r^s- 
trants  of  sodium  cyanide  capsules  shall  be 
responsible  for  insuring  that  the  restrictions 
set  forth  herein  are  observed  by  individual 
applicators  to  whcun  such  registrants  sell  or 
distribute  such  capsules  and/or  M-44  devices. 
State,  Federal  and  Indian  registrants  shall 
train  applicators,  and  such  training  shall 
Include,  but  need  not  be  limited  to;  (1) 
Training  in  safe  handling  of  the  capsules 
and  placement  of  the  device:  (2)  Training 
in  the  proper  use  of  the  antidote  kit;  (3) 
Instructions  regarding  proper  placement  of 
the  device,  and  (4)  Instructions  in  record¬ 
keeping. 

4.  M-44  devices  and  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  shall  not  be  sold  or  transferred  to, 
or  entrusted  to  the  care,  any  person  not 
authorized  at  licensed  by,  or  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  <n*  control  of  a  Federal,  Indian  or 
State  registrant. 

Public  Hearing 

The  public  hearings  culminating  in  the 
Administrator’s  Decision  and  Order  of 
September  16,  1975,  which  modified  the 
1972  cancellation  and  suspension  Order 
were  called  in  accordance  with  40  CFR 
164,  Subpart  D,  when  an  applicant  for 
registration  of  M-44  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  presented  substantial  new  evidence 
which  warranted  reconsideration  of  the 
1972  Order.  Under  the  Subpart  D  rules, 
the  application  to  register  the  previously 
cancelled  and  suspended  piesticide  con- 


1  The  concept  of  treating  Indian  reserva¬ 
tions  not  subject  to  State  Jurisdiction  as  sep¬ 
arate  government  entities  in  administering 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Ro- 
dentlcide  Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat. 
973,  89  Stat.  761,  7  UJS.C.  136(a)  et  seq.)  Is 
not  without  precedent  in  Agency  practice. 
40  CFR  171.10  provides  that  thet  governing 
authority  of  an  Indian  reservation  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  State  Jurisdiction  may  elect  to  adopt 
the  adjacent  State’s  program  for  certification 
of  commercial  and  ^vate  appUcators,  or  it 
may  develop  and  Implement  its  own  plan. 


stituted  a  petitioa  tor  reconsideratioa  of 
the  1972  cancellation  and  su^iension 
Order.  The  test  prescrfiied  by  StApart 
D  r^uired  the  Administrator  to  make  an 
initial  finding  as  to  whether  the  appli¬ 
cant  presented  substantial  new  evidence 
which  would  materially  affect  the  1972 
Order,  and  which  was  not  available  at 
the  time  the  iN-ior  determination  was 
msMle,  or  which  could  not  have  been  pre¬ 
sented  during  the  original  proceedings. 
After  this  finding  was  made,  Subpart  D 
required  the  Administrator  to  convene 
a  hearing  to  determine  whether  such 
evidoice  did  in  fact  exist  and  whether  it 
required  modification  of  the  1972  Order. 
The  final  determination  to  modify  the 
1972  Order  was  made  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor  on  the  basis  of  record  at  the  hearing 
and  the  recmnmendations  of  the  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  who  presided  over 
the  hearing. 

The  Subpart  D  requirement  to  hold  a 
public  hearing  before  changing  a  prior 
cancellation  or  suspmsion  order  is  de¬ 
signed  to  protect  the  procedural  rights 
of  ^ected  perscms.  The  hearing  opportu¬ 
nities  and  other  procedural  protections 
afforded  to  such  persons  under  FIFRA 
and  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
in  connection  with  the  original  decision 
to  cancel  or  suspend  a  pesticide  registra¬ 
tion  would  be  render^  meaningless  if 
similar  procedural  rights  were  not 
granted  to  those  persons  in  connection 
with  a  decision  to  modify  or  rescind  a 
prior  cancellation  or  suspension  order. 

The  proposed  modification  of  Restric¬ 
tions  No.  3  and  4  Involves  a  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  the  September  16,  1975  Order;  it 
does  not  involve  a  reconsideration  of  the 
1972  cancellation  and  suspension  Order 
itself.  Thus,  the  Subpart  D  rules  do  not 
^ply  to  this  proposed  modification. 
However,  it  is  obvious  that  the  proce¬ 
dural  safeguards  established  by  Subpart 
D  would  be  rendered  meaningless  if  the 
September  16, 1975,  Order  resulting  from 
the  Sulniart  D  hearings  were  subsequent¬ 
ly  modified  without  providing  similar 
protections  to  persons  who  might  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  such  a  modification. 

Therefore,  any  person  who  may  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  this  proposed  modi¬ 
fication  to  Restrictions  Nos.  3  and  4  may 
request  that  a  formal  public  hearing  be 
held.  Such  requests  shall  set  forth  with 
specificity  the  factual  and/or  legal  issues 
which  the  requesting  party  proposes  for 
ccxisideratUm  at  such  a  hearing.  Such 
requests  should  be  submitted  in  quintu- 
pllcate  and  addressed  to  the  Hearing 
CJlerk,  Rm.  1019,  East  Tower,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  St.  SW, 
Washington  DC  20460.  If  no  such  request 
is  received  on  or  before  March  14,  1977, 
the  proposed  modification  will  be  made 
final  and  effective  mi  March  15.  1977 
without  any  further  notification  in  the 
Federal  Register.  If  a  timely  request  for 
a  hearing  is  received,  a  notice  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  spec¬ 
ifying:  (1)  the  date  on  which  the  hear¬ 
ing  will  begin  and  end,  (2)  the  Issues  of 
fact  and  law  to  be  adjudicated  at  the 
hearing.  (3)  the  date  on  which  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  shall  submit  his  recom- 


moidations.  Including  findings  of  fact 
and  conclusions,  to  the  Administrator, 
and  (4)  the  date  on  which  a  decision  by 
the  Administrator  is  anticit>ated.  The 
procedures  at  the  hearing  shall  follow 
the  Rules  of  Practice,  set  forth  in  Sub¬ 
parts  A  and  B  of  40  CFR  164,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  presiding  officer. 

All  published  reports,  letters,  and  other 
documents  cited  herein  are  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m. 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  February  4,  1977. 

John  Quarles, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Proposed  Findings  and  Order 

Before  the  Administrator,  U.S.  Envi- 
rcmmental  Protection  Agency,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  In  the  Matter  of :  Applications 
to  register  sodium  cyanide  for  use  in  the 
M-44  device  to  control  predators. 
FIFRA  Docket  No.  382. 

In  the  Order  of  the  Administrator 
dated  September  16,  1975,  regarding  ap¬ 
plications  to  register  sodium  cyanide  for 
use  in  the  M-44  device  to  control  preda¬ 
tors,  Restrictions  No.  3  and  4  are  super¬ 
seded  and  modified  as  set  forth  herein. 

The  Order  of  September  16,  1975,  con¬ 
tained  the  following  restriction  to  which 
all  registration  applications  for  use  of 
sodium  cyanide  in  the  M-44*  device  to 
control  predators  are  subject; 

3.  Registrations  for  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  to  be  used  in  the  M-44  device  may  be 
granted  to  persons  other  than  State  and  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies;  provided,  that  such  persons 
shall  be  authorized  to  sell  sodium  cyanide 
capsules  only  to  State  and  Federal  regis¬ 
trants.  Only  State  and  Federal  registrants 
shaU  be  permitted  to  sell,  give,  or  distribute 
sodium  cyanide  capsules  to  individual  ap¬ 
plicators.  State  and  Federal  registrants  may 
authorize  or  license  private  applicators  to 
use  the  M-44  device  pursuant  to  an  approved 
plan  for  the  certification  of  private  applica¬ 
tors  in  acccM'dance  with  Section  4  of  FIFRA 
If  such  private  applicators  have  completed 
the  training  program  set  forth  herein.  How¬ 
ever,  prior  to  the  approval  of  such  plans. 
State  and  Federal  registrants  may  authorize 
or  license  private  applicators  to  use  the  M-44 
device,  under  State  or  Federal  supervision 
and  control,  after  the  completlcm  of  the 
training  program  as  set  forth  herein.  Federal 
and  State  registrants  shall  train  all  indi¬ 
vidual  applicators,  and  such  training  shall 
Include,  but  need  not  be  limited  to;  (1) 
Training  in  safe  handling  of  the  capsules 
and  placement  of  the  device;  (2)  Training 
in  the  proper  use  of  the  antidote  kit;  (3) 
Instructions  regarding  proper  placement  of 
the  device;  and  (4)  Instructions  in  record¬ 
keeping.  Federal  and  State  registrants  shall 
be  responsible  for  insuring  that  the  restric¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein  are  observed  by  all 
individual  applicators  to  whom  such  regis¬ 
trants  sell,  give,  or  distribute  sodium  cyanide 
capsules  and/or  M-44  devices. 

4.  M-44  devices  and  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  shall  not  be  sold  or  transferred  to,  or 
entrxisted  to  the  care  of,  any  person  not 
authorized  or  licensed  by,  or  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  OT  control  of  a  Federal  or  State 
registrant. 

It  is  proposed  that  these  restrictions 
be  amended.  The  Decision  of  the  Admin- 
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istrator  is  based  on  the  following  find¬ 
ings  of  fact: 

Under  the  terms  of  the  September  16, 
1975,  Order  pertaining  to  sodium  cyan¬ 
ide  capsules  for  use  in  the  M-44  device 
for  predator  control,  no  provision  for  the 
registrations,  purchase,  and  use  of  such 
devices  is  made  for  Indian  governing  au¬ 
thorities  on  reservations  not  subject  to 
State  jurisdiction. 

Proposed  Order 

Restrictions  No.  3  and  4  in  the  Order 
of  September  16,  1975,  are  hereby 

amended  by  this  Order  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

3.  Registrations  for  sodiunl  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  to  be  used  in  the  M-44  device  may  be 
granted  to  persons  other  than  State  and 
Federal  agencies;  provided,  that  such  per¬ 
sons  shall  be  authorized  to  sell  said  capsules 
only  to  State  and  Federal  registrants,  except 
that  Indian  governing  authorities  on  res¬ 
ervations  not  subject  to  State  jurisdiction 
are  also  eligible  to  obtain  registrations. 
Only  State,  Federal  and  Indian  registrants 
shall  be  permitted  to  sell,  give,  or  otherwise 
distribute  sodium  cyanide  capsules  to  in¬ 
dividual  applicators.  Such  State,  Federal 
and  Indian  registrants  of  sodium  cyanide 
capsules  shall  be  responsible  for  insuring 
that  the  restrictions  set  forth  herein  are 
observed  by  individual  applicators  to  whom 
such  registrants  sell  or  distribute  .such  cap¬ 
sules  and/or  M-44  devices.  State,  Federal  and 
Indian  registrants  shall  train  applicators,  and 
such  training  shall  include,  but  need  not 
be  limited  to:  (1)  Training  in  safe  handling 
of  the  capsules  and  placement  of  the  device; 
(2)  Training  in  the  proper  use  of  the  anti¬ 
dote  kit;  (3)  Instructions  regarding  proper 
placement  of  the  device;  and  (4)  Instruc¬ 
tions  in  recordkeeping. 

4.  M-44  devices  and  sodium  cyanide  cap¬ 
sules  shall  not  be  sold  or  transferred  to, 
or  entrusted  to  the  care  of,  any  person  not 
authorized  or  licensed  by.  or  under  the 
supervision  or  control  of  a  Federal,  Indian 
or  State  registrant. 

(FR  Doc.77-4181  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am) 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  21074,  21075;  File  Nos.  7406- 
CM-P-72;  9446-CM-P-72] 

AMERICAN  TELEVISION  AND  COMMUNI¬ 
CATIONS  CORP.  AND  PENNA.  RADIO 
TELEPHONE  CORP. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  for  Consolidated  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  January  12, 1977. 

Released:  February  4, 1977. 

In  re  applications  of  American  Tele¬ 
vision  and  Communications  Corporation 
and  Penna.  Radio  Telephone  Corp.  For 
construction  permits  in  the  multipoint 
distribution  service  for  a  new  station  at 
Reading,  Pennsylvania. 

1.  The  Comhiission  has  before  it  the 
above-referenced  applications  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Television  and  Communications 
Corporation  (ATC),  filed  on  April  14. 
1972  and  Penna.  Radio  Telephone  Corp. 
<PRT) ,  filed  on  Jime  20,  1972.  Both  ap¬ 
plications  propose  Channel  1  operation 
in  the  Reading,  Pennsylvania  area,  and 
thus  are  mutusJly  exclusive  and  require 


comparative  consideration.  Both  appU- 
cations  have  been  amended  as  a  result 
of  informed  requests  of  the  Commission 
staff  for  additional  Information,  and  no 
petitions  to  deny  or  other  objections  to 
any  of  the  applications  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

2.  ATC  holds  several  point-to-point 
and  CARS  licenses  and  has  interests  in 
several  others.  ATC  also  has  sixteen  MDS 
construction  permit  applications  pend¬ 
ing  and  has  bwn  grants  permits  in  four 
cities,  including  Monroe,  Louisiana  and 
Savannah,  Georgia.  PRT,  a  licensee  in 
business  and  DPLMR  services,  has  only 
the  above-referenced  application  before 
the  Commission. 

3.  Upon  review  of  the  captioned  ap¬ 
plications,  we  find  that  both  applicants 
are  legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  provide  the  serv¬ 
ices  which  they  propose,  and  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  required  to  determine,  on  a 
comparative  basis,  which  of  these  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered. 
That  pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.291  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  are  designated  for  hearing,  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  or¬ 
der,  to  determine,  on  a  comparative  basis, 
which  of  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  should  be  granted  in  order  to  best 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience 
and  necessity.  In  making  such  a  deter¬ 
mination,  the  following  factors  shall  be 
considered:  ‘ 

(a)  The  relative  merits  of  each  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  service  area  and 
efficient  frequency  use; 

(b)  The  nature  of  the  services  and 
faciUties  proposed,  and  whether  they 
will  satisfy  service  requirements  known 
to  exist  or  likely  to  exist  in  the  Reading, 
Pennsylvania  area; 

(c)  The  anticipated  quality  and  relia¬ 
bility  of  the  service  proposed,  including 
selection  of  equipment,  installation,  sub¬ 
scriber  security  and  maintenance; 

(d)  The  charges,  regulations  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  to  be  rendered,  and 
their  relation  to  the  nature,  quality  and 
costs  of  service;  and 

(e)  The  managerial  and  entrepre¬ 
neurial  qualifications  of  the  applicants. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  American 
Television  and  Commimications  Cor¬ 
poration,  Penna.  Radio  Telephone  Corp., 
and  the  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
are  made  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  parties 
desiring  to  participate  herein  shall  file 
their  notices  of  appearance  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  §  1.221  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Joseph  A.  Marino, 
Deputy  Chief  tor  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.77-4240  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


^  Ckinsideration  of  these  factors  shall  be 
made  In  light  of  the  Commission’s  discxisslcm 
in  Peabody  Telephone  Answering  Service,  et 
al.,  55  F.C.C.  2d  626  (1975). 


(Docket  Nos.  21076;  21077;  File  Nos.  3463- 
CM-P-73:  7094-CM-P-731 

AMERICAN  TELEVISION  AND  COMMUNI¬ 
CATIONS  CORP.  AND  RCC  OF  VA.,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  for  Consolidated  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  American  Televi¬ 
sion  &  Communications  Corporation  and 
RCC  of  Virginia,  Inc.;  for  construc¬ 
tion  Permits  in  the  multipoint  distribu¬ 
tion  service  for  a  new  station  at  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Virginia. 

Adopted:  January  12,  1977. 

Released:  February  4,  1977. 

1.  ’The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
above-referenced  appheations  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Television  and  Communications  Cor¬ 
poration  (ATC),  filed  on  November  9, 
1972  and  RCC  of  Virginia,  Inc.  (RCC), 
filed  on  January  22,  1973.  Both  applica¬ 
tions  propose  Channel  1  operation  in  the 
Lynchburg,  Virginia  area,  and  thus  are 
mutually  exclusive  and  require  compara¬ 
tive  consideration.  Both  applications 
have  been  amended  as  a  result  of  in¬ 
formal  requests  of  the  Commission  staff 
for  additional  information,  and  no  peti¬ 
tions  to  deny  or  other  objections  to  any 
of  the  applications  have  been  received. 

2.  A'TC,  which  holds  licenses  in  point- 
to-point,  DPLMRS,  CATV  and  CARS 
services,  has  fifteen  MDS  construction 
permit  applications  pending  and  has 
been  grant^  permits  for  four  cities,  in¬ 
cluding  Charleston,  West  Virginia.  RCC, 
which  is  a  DPLMRS  licensee  in  Virginia, 
also  has  MDS  construction  permits  for 
Norfolk,  Roanoke  and  Charlottesville, 
Virginia. 

3.  Upon  review  of  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cations,  we  find  that  both  applicants  are 
legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  provide  the  serv¬ 
ices  which  they  propose,  and  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  required  to  determine,  on  a 
comparative  basis,  which  of  these  ap¬ 
pheations  should  be  granted. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered. 
That  pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.291  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  are  designated  for  hearing,  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  or¬ 
der,  to  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
pheations  should  be  granted  in  order  to 
best  serve  the  pubhc  interest,  conveni- 

'  ence  and  necessity.  In  making  such  a  de- 
terminatiem,  the  following  factors  shah 
be  considered:^ 

(a)  The  relative  merits  of  each  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  service  area  and 
efficient  frequency  use; 

(b)  The  nature  of  the  services  and  fa¬ 
cilities  proposed,  and  whether  they  wiU 
satisfy  service  requirements  known  to 
exist  or  likely  to  exist  in  the  Lynchburg, 
Virginia  area; 


1  Consideration  ot  these  factors  shall  be 
made  in  light  of  the  Commission’s  discussion 
in  Peabody  Telephone  Answering  Service,  et. 
al.,  55  F.C.C.  2d  626  (1976) . 
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(c)  The  anticipated  quality  and  re¬ 
liability  of  the  service  proposed,  includ¬ 
ing  selection  of  equipment,  installation, 
subscriber  security  and  maintenance; 

(d)  The  charges,  regulations  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  to  be  rendered,  and 
their  relation  to  the  nature,  quality  and 
costs  of  service;  and 

(e)  The  managerial  and  entrepre¬ 
neurial  qualifications  of  the  applicants. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Ameri¬ 
can  Television  and  Commimications  Cor¬ 
poration,  RCC  of  Virginia,  Inc.,  and  the 
Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau,  are 
made  parties  to  this  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  parties 
desiring  to  participate  herein  shall  file 
their  notices  of  appearance  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  §  1.221  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Joseph  A.  Marino, 
Deputy  Chief  for  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  t)oc.77-4239  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

(Docket  Noe.  21071,  etc.;  File  Noe.  359-CM- 
P-73,  etc.] 

A.  MICHAEL  LIPPER,  ET  AL 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  for  Qonsolidated  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  January  12, 1977. 

Released;  February  4,  1977. 

In  re  applications  of  A.  Michael  Up¬ 
per;  Docket  No.  21071,  Pile  No.  359-CM- 
P-73;  and  International  Television 
Corp.;  Docket  No.  21072,  File  No.  1976- 
CM-P-73;  and  Stockton  Mobilphone, 
Inc.;  Docket  No.  21073,  FUe  No.  1977- 
CM-P-73;  for  construction  permits  in 
the  multipoint  distribution  service  for 
a  new  station  at  Stockton,  California. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
above-referenced  applications  of  A. 
Michael  Upper  (Upper)  (File  No.  359- 
CM-P-73),  filed  on  July  20,  1972;  Inter¬ 
national  Television  Corp.  (ITC)  (File  No. 
1976-CM-P-73),  filed  on  September  22. 


1972;  and  Stockton  Mobilphone.  Inc. 
(Stockton)  (File  No.  1977-CM-P-73), 
filed  on  September  26,  1972.  All  three 
applications  propose  Channel  1  cH>eration 
in  the  Stockton,  California  area,  and 
thus  are  mutually  exclusive  and  require 
comparative  consideration.  All  three  ap¬ 
plications  have  been  amended  as  a  result 
of  informal  requests  of  the  Commission 
staff  for  additional  information,  and  no 
petitions  to  deny  or  other  objections  to 
any  of  the  applications  have  been  re¬ 
ceived. 

2.  Upper  has  MDS  construction  per¬ 
mit  applications  pending  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  four  other  cities,  including 
Monterey,  Cahfornia  and  has  been 
granted  permits  in  Long  Island,  New 
York  and  So.  Lake  Tahoe,  California.  ITC 
has  applications  pending  in  six  cities, 
including  Santa  Barbara  and  Bakers¬ 
field,  California,  and  has  been  granted 
permits  in  Oxnard,  California  and  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebraska.  Stockton,  solely  held  by 
Knox  LaRue,  has  only  the  above-refer¬ 
enced  MDS  appUcation  before  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Mr.  LaRue  has  interests  in 
broadcast  and  DPLMRS  operations  in 
California. 

3.  Upon  review  of  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cations,  we  find  that  the  three  applicants 
are  legally,  technically,  financhdly,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  provide  the  serv¬ 
ices  which  they  propose,  and  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  required  to  determine,  on  a 
comparative  basis,  which  of  these  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  fip*anted. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered. 
That  pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  §  0.291  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
the  above-captioned  applications  are 


designated  for  hearing,  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  to  deter¬ 
mine,  on  a  comparative  basis,  which  of 
the  above-captioned  applications  should 
be  granted  in  order  to  b^t  serve  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest,  convenience,  and  necessity. 
In  making  such  a  determination,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  factors  shall  be  considered:  * 

(a)  The  relative  merits  of  each  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  service  area  and 
efficient  frequency  use; 

(b)  The  nature  of  the  services  and 
facilities  proposed,  and  whether  they  will 
satisfy  service  requirements  known  to 
exist  or  likely  to  exist  in  the  Stockton, 
California  area; 

(c)  The  anticipated  quality  and  reli¬ 
ability  of  the  service  proposed,  including 
selection  of  equipment,  installation,  sub¬ 
scriber  security,  and  maintenance; 

(d)  The  charges,  regulation  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  to  be  rendered,  and 
their  relation  to  the  nature.  quaUty  and 
costs  of  service;  and 

(e)  The  managerial  and  entrepreneu¬ 
rial  qualifications  of  the  applicants. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  A.  Michael 
Lipper,  International  Television  Corp.. 
Stockton  Mobilphone.  Inc.  and  the  Chief. 
Common  Carrier  Bureau,  are  made  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  parties 
desiring  to  participate  herein  shall  file 
their  notices  of  appearance  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  §  1.221  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Joseph  A.  Marino, 
Deputy  Chief  for  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[PR-Doc.77-4241  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


CANADIAN  STANDARD  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
Notification  List 

’The  following  is  a  list  of  new  stations,  proposed  changes  in  existing  stations, 
deletions,  and  corrections  in  assignments  of  Canadian  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  modifying  the  assignments  of  Canadian  broadcast  stations  contained  in  the 
Appendix  to  the  Recommoidations  of  the  North  American  I^ional  Broadcasting 
Agreement  Engineering  Meeting  January  30. 1941. 
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NOTICES 


Canadian  lint  No.  S61,  Jan.  19,  1977 


CaUMtan 


Location 


CIINO  (correction  to  class,  PO 
550  kH*.  10  kWD,'2.5  kWN, 
DA-2). 

CHCM  (Temporary  nighttime 
operation  from  that  notified  in 
list  No.  352,  dated  Feb.  25, 
1976,  PO  N.  4in0'25",  W.  55”- 
Ofi'Sl",  .560  kHi,  1  kW  D/0.5 
KWN,  ND-178,  U,  III,  300, 
120,  701.) 

CFRP  (assignment  of  call 
letters). 

CJLP  (assignment  of  call  let¬ 
ters). 

(New) _ _ _ 


(New) 


(New)  (delete  immediately). 


(New). 


CJSL  (increase  in  power,  PO 
1280kHr,  IkW,  DA-1). 

CFRW  (change  in  proposed  day 
and  night  patterns  from  that 
notified  List  354  dated  May  12, 
1976,  PO  1470  kHs,  10  kW, 
DA-1). 

CHOA  (now  in  operation) . 


CFLD  (now  in  operation). 


(New). 


Sudbury,  Ontario,  N.  46”26'10", 
W.  80”58'30". 


Mary.stown,  Newfoundland,  N. 
47”09'26",  W.  .5.5”14'37". 


Forestville,  Quebei’,  N.  48”38’23", 
W.  69”05'13". 

Disraeli,  Quelx'i’,  N.  45”54'28", 
W.  71”30'3S". 

Meadow  Lake,  Alberta,  N.  54”05'- 
30",  W.  108”27W'. 

Lae  Etehemin,  Queliec,  N.  ■t6”23'- 
04",  W.  70”27'07". 

Calgary,  Alberta,  N.  50”54'21" 
W.  114“12'36". 

High  River,  Alberta,  N.  50°29'12", 
W.  113”51'04". 

Estevan,  Saskatchewan,  N.  49°- 
03’26",  W.  102”55'20". 

Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  N.  49”47'58", 
W.  97”16'29". 


Stettler,  Alberta,  N.  52”18'48", 
W.  112”37'19". 

Burns  Lake,  Britisli  Columbia, 
N.  54”15'20",  W.  125”45'24". 

Medicine  Hat,  Alberta,  N.  49°58'- 
35"  W.  110”36'45". 


Power 

(in  kilowatts) 


S60  kHz 
10 . . 


m  kllz 
101) /SN... 


1 


kllz 


ItSO  kHz 
1D/0.25N.... 

ItiO  kHz 
1D/0.25N... 

ItJIfl  kHz 
lD/n.25N... 

ItSO  kHz 
10 . 


im  kHz 
10 . 


im  kHz 

to . 


tm  kHz 
10.. . . 


HOOkkz 
1D/0.25N . 

tjtOO  kHz 
lDyo.25N . 

1460  kHz ' 
10 . : . 


Antenna  Sohedole 

CiMB 

AntoDna  ' 
helgtat 
(feet) 

Qroond  system 

Proposed  date  of 
oommencemeiii 
of  operation 

Number  Length 
of  radisls  (feet) 

.  DA-2 . U 

HI 

EIO  Nov.  19,  1977 

EIO  Jan.  19,  1978. 

.  DA-N  U 

ND-D-180.5 

m 

.  DA-1 

U 

m 

EIO 

June  4,  1977. 

ND-176 

U 

rv 

183 

120 

425 

EIO 

June  24,  1977. 

.  ND-182... 

„  u 

IV 

150 

120 

317  (ave) 

EIO 

Jan.  19,  1978. 

.  ND-185... 

..  u 

IV 

160 

120 

317 

Do. 

.  D.4-2 . 

u 

m 

.  DA-2 . 

-  u 

in 

EIO 

Jan.  19,  1978. 

D.-1-*  u  m  . . .  Do. 


DA-2 . 

.  U 

m 

Do. 

ND-190 

U 

iv 

176 

120 

280 

ND-181 

U 

rv 

120 

120 

281 

DA-N 

U 

m 

EIO  Jan.  19,  1978. 

ND-D-195 

[Report  No.  844] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

Peburary  7,  1977. 

The  ai^lications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be 
acceptable  for  filing.  The  Cranmission  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications,  if  upon  further  examina¬ 
tion,  it  is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  in  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  or  its 
policies. 

Final  action  will  not  be  taken  on  any 
of  these  aiH>lications  earlier  thsm  31  days 
following  the  date  of  this  notice,  except 
for  radio  applications  not  requiring  a  30 
day  notice  period  (See  §  309(c)  of  the 
Communicati(ms  Act) ,  aivlieations  filed 
under  Part  68.  applications  filed  under 
Part  63  relative  to  small  projects,  or  as 
otherwise  noted.  Unless  specified  to  the 
contrary,  commoits  or  petitiems  may  be 


[FR  Doc.77-4164  Piled  2-9-77;8;46  am] 


filed  concerning  radio  and  section  214 
applications  withhi  30  days  of  the  date 
of  this  notice  and  within  20  days  for  Part 
68  applications. 

In  order  for  an  application  filed  imder 
Part  21  of  the  Cwnmlssion’s  Rules  (Do¬ 
mestic  Public  Radio  Services)  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  mutually  exclusive  with  any  other 
such  application  appearing  herein,  it 
must  be  substantially  complete  and  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  by  whidiever  date  is 
earlier:  (a)  the  close  of  business  one 
business  day  preceding  the  day  on  which 
the  Commission  takes  action  on  the  pre¬ 
viously  filed  application;  or  (b)  within 
60  days  after  the  date  of  the  public  no¬ 
tice  listing  the  first  prior  filed  application 
(with  which  the  subsequent  application  is 
in  confiict)  as  having  been  accepted  for 
filing.  In  common  carrier  radio  services 
other  than  those  listed  under  Part  21, 
the  cut-off  date  for  filing  a  mutually 
exclusive  applicaUmi  is  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  one  business  day  preceding  the  day 
on  which  the  previously  filed  a]K>lication 
is  designated  for  hearing.  With  limited 


Federal  Communications 
Commission 
Wallace  E.  Johnson, 
Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 


exceptions,  an  application  which  is  sub¬ 
sequently  amend^  by  a  major  change 
will  be  considered  as  a  newly  filed  appli¬ 
cation  for  purposes  of  the  cut-off  rule. 
[See  §  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.30(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.] 

Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission. 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Applications  Accepted  fob  Filing 
domestic  public  land  mobile  radio  service 
2070a-CD-P-77  AAA  Telephone  Answering 
Service  and  Medical  Exchange,  Inc.  (New) , 
CJ*.  for  a  new  1-way  station  to  operate  on 
36.22  MHz  to  be  located  at  Rt.  1,  0.6  mUes 
of  Texas  and  Pacific  RH.  Crossing,  Dbnald- 
sonville,  Louisiana. 

20703-CD-P-77  Two-Way  Radio  Communi¬ 
cations  Company  of  Kansas,  Inc.  (KUS221 ) . 
CJ*.  to  change  frequency  from  162.18  to 
152.09  MHz  to  be  located  at  200'  West  of 
City  limits,  Elkhart.  Kansas. 

20704-CD-P-77  Pocono  MobUe  Radio  Tele¬ 
phone  Co.,  (New).  CJ*.  for  a  new  stetion 
to  operate  cm  464.075  MHz  to  be  located 
at  Kittatlnny  Mt.  Range  at  Fox  Gap, 
Stroudsburg,  Pennsylvania. 
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20705-CD-P-T7  Communications  Equip¬ 
ment  and  Service  Company  (KWA832), 
C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
152.21  MHz  to  be  located  at  Ester  Dome, 
Fairbanks,  Alaska  (Loc.  No.  1) . 

20706-CD-P-77  Mobllphone  Paging  Radio 
Corporation  (KRS653),  resubmitted,  C.P. 
for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on 
152.24  MHz  to  be  located  at  314  St.  Louis 
Avenue,  East  Woonsocket,  Rhode  Island 
(Loc.  No.  2). 

20708-CD-P-77  Palmerton  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KOC403) ,  C.P.  for  a  additional  facili¬ 
ties  to  operate  on  464.425  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated,  Near  Rt.  No.  13038,  3  miles  South 
East  cf  Palmerton,  Pennsylvania. 

20709-CD-P-77  General  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  of  the  Southeast  (KSV896),  C.P.  for 
additional  facilities  to  operate  on  152.84 
MHz  at  a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  No.  2  to 
be  located  at  214  Freeze  Street,  Cookeville, 
Tennessee. 

20710-CD-P-77  Mobllefone  Northwest  (KOP 
261),  C.P.  for  additional  facilities  to  oper¬ 
ate  on  454.225  and  454.325  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  at  a  new  site  described  as  Loc.  No. 
7:  Rattlesnake  Ridge  16.5  miles  WNW  of 
Richland;  454.150  MHz  to  be  located  at  a 
new  site  described  as  Loc.  No.  8:  Wahatls 
Peak  18  miles  west  of  Othello.  Washington. 

20711-CD-P-77  Answer,  Inc.  of  San  Antonio 
(KK0559),  C.P.  to  change  antenna  system 
operating  on  454.250  MHz  to  be  locat^  411 
E.  Durango.  San  Antonio,  Texas. _ 

20712-CD-P-77  Martin  J.  Nunn  (KWD294) , 
CP.  to  relocate  facilities  operating  on  36.58 
MHz  (Base)  to  be  located  at  Smith  Hill,  1.8 
miles  NE  of  Utica,  New  York  (Loc.  No.  2) . 

20713-CD-P-77  Willis  B.  .Johnson  d/b  as 
Telanswer  Radiophone  Service  (KUC853), 
C.P.  to  change  antenna  system  and  relocate 
facilities  operating  on  158.70  MHz  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  East  Butte,  31  miles  west  of  Idaho 
Falls.  Idaho. 

20714-CD-P-(2)-77  Canaveral  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.  (KFL867).  C.P.  to  relocate, 
change  antenna  system  and  replace  trans¬ 
mitter  operating  on  162.03  and  152.18  MHz 
to  be  located  at  3554  Ocean  Drive,  Vero 
Reach,  Florida. 

20716-CD-P-77  Canaveral  Communications. 
Inc.  (KU0661),  C.P.  to  relocate,  r^lace 
transmitter  and  change  antenna  system 
operating  on  162.24  MHz  to  be  located 
3554  Ocean  Drive,  Vero  Beach,  Florida. 

20718-CD-P-(9)-77  San  Juan  Radiotele¬ 
phone  Corporation  (WWA311),  C.P.  to  re¬ 
locate,  change  antenna  system  and  replace 
transmitter  operating  on  152.03,  162.21, 
152.09,  and  152.15  MHz;  and  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  152.12,  454.025, 
454.050,  454.075  and  454.100  MHz;  Cerro  de 
Punta,  3  miles  South  of  Jayuya,  Puerto 
Rico  (Loc.  No.  2) . 

20717-CD-P-(2)-77  Mobile  Phone  of  Texas, 
Inc.  (KWH316),  C.P.  for  additional  facili¬ 
ties  to  operate  on  2129.0  MHz  Repeater  to 
be  located  68  miles  SW  of  Merkel,  Texas 
and  delete  459.350  MHz  Repeater  at  the 
same  location;  and  2179.0  MHz  Control  fa¬ 
cilities  (Loc.  No.  2)  to  be  located  1129  % 
North  Second  Street,  Morris  Building,  Al- 
blne,  Texas  and  delete  454.360  MHz  Con¬ 
trol  at  the  same  location. 

20718-CD-P-(2)-^r7  Telpage,  Ltd.  (NewT, 
C.P.  for  a  new  station  to  operate  on  454.050 
and  454.150  BfHz  to  be  located  at  2323  Tyler 
Road,  Birmingham.  Alabama. 

20719-CD-P-77  United  Telephone  Company 
of  Florida  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  station 
to  operate  on  152.60  MHz  to  be  located  124 
North  Seventh  Avenue,  Wauchula.  Florida. 

20730-CD-P-77  United  Telephone  Company 
of  Florida  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to 
operate  on  152.51  MHz  to  be  located  790 
South  Access  Road,  Port  Charlotte.  Florida. 

a0721-CD-P-77  United  Telephone  Company 
of  norida  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  station  to 


operate  on  152.69  MHz  to  be  located  at  115 
S.  Parrott  Avenue,  Okeechobee,  Florida. 
20722-CD-P-(2)-77  Tel-Illlnols,  Inc.  (KUC 
987),  C.P.  to  replace  transmitter,  change 
antenna  system  and  relocated  facilities  op¬ 
erating  on  158.70  MHz  at  Loc.  No.  1  to  be 
located  1.5  miles  South  of  LaSalle  city 
center,  LaSalle,  Illinois;  and  to  replace 
transmitter  operating  on  158.70  MHz  at 
Loc.  No.  2'  Existing  water  tank.  1.6  miles 
South  of  Ottawa  City  Center.  Ottawa,  Illi¬ 
nois. 

20723-CD-P-(2)-77  RAM  Broadcasting  of 
Missouri,  Inc.  (KU0566).  C.P.  for  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  to  operate  on  43.58  MHz 
at  two  new  sites  described  as  Loc.  No.  2; 
KSHE-FM  Tower,  9434  Watson  Road, 
Crestwood,  Missouri  and  Loc.  No.  3;  314 
North  Broadway.  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 

CORKECnON 

20660-CD-P-77  AAA  Telephone  Answering 
Service  (New),  Correct  applicant  name  to 
read:  AAA  Telephone  Answering  Service 
and  Medical  Exchange,  Inc.  All  other  par¬ 
ticulars  remain  the  same  as  reported  on 
PN  No.  843  dated  January  31,  1977. 
20012-CD-P-(2)-77  Telpage  Corporation 
(KUO590),  correct  C.P.  to  read;  to  change 
frequency  from  454.100  to  454.075  MHz.  All 
other  particulars  as  reported  on  PN  No. 
828  remain  the  same  dated  October  18, 
1976. 

20344-CD-P-(3)-77  Knox  La  Rue.  d/b  as 
Atlas  Radiophone  (KMM360).  Tracey.  Cali¬ 
fornia,  correct  frequency  152.15  MHz  to 
read  152.12  MHz.  All  other  particulars  re¬ 
main  as  reported  on  PN  No.  836,  dated 
December  13,  1976. 

INTOBMATTVZ 

It  appears  that  the  following  applica¬ 
tions  may  be  mutually  exclusive  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Commission’s  Rules  regarding 
Ex  Parte  presentations  by  reason  of  eco¬ 
nomic  competition  or  potential  electrical 
Interference. 

NEW  TOSK 

AAA  Mobllfone  Service  Company  Inc.  (KEJ 
884),  20188-CD-P-(3)-77. 

Beep  Communications,  System,  Inc.  (New), 
20576-CD-P-(3)-77. 

Rusal  Radio 

6014()-CR-P-77  Wyoming  Telephone  Co., 
Inc.,  (New),  C.P.  for  a  new  Subscriber- 
Fixed  station  to  operate  on  157.80  and 
157.92  MHz  to  be  located  at  9.2  miles  (14 
Km)  NE  of  Plnedale,  Wyoming. 

Point  to  Point  Microwave  Radio  Service 

1309- CF-P-77  New  York  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KEP76) ,  413  E  Fayette  Street,  Syra¬ 
cuse.  New  York  (lat.  43*02'55"  N.,  long. 
76*08'51''  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  frequencies 
11485V,  11325H  MHz  toward  Van  Buren. 

1310- CP-P-77  Same  (K9P75),  2  miles  NW  of 
Warners  Van  Buren.  New  York  (lat.  43*- 
06*19"  N..  long.  76*21  *31"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add 
frequencies  11035V.  10875H  MHz  toward 
Syracuse.  New  York  and  11165V,  10995H 

_  MHz  toward  Port  Hill,  New  York. 

1311- CF-P-77  Same  (WBB395).  1.1  miles 
SSE  of  Savannah.  New  York  (lat.  43*03*10** 
N..  long.  76*45*11**  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  a  new 
point  of  communication  on  frequencies 
11485H.  11325V.  11485V  MHz  towarckJack- 
son  Hill  on  azimuth  23.6  degrees  and  to 
add  frequencies  11605V,  11445H  MWa; 
toward  Van  Buren. 

1312- CF-P-77  Same  (New),  Jackson  Hill 
Miller  Rd.  3.3  miles  ESE  of  Newark,  New 
York  (lat.  43*01*22**  N..  long.  77*02*22" 
W.) :  C.P.  for  a  new  station  on  frequencies 
10835H.  10915V  MHz  toward  Geneva  on 
azimuth  165.5  degrees  and  11035H,  10875V. 
11035V  MHz  toward  Fort  Hill  on  azimuth 
81.8  degrees. 


1313-CF-P-77  Same  (New),  121  Castle 
Street,  Geneva.  New  York  (lat.  42*52'{K** 
N.,  long.  76*59*07"  W.) :  C.P.  for  a  new 
station  on  frequencies  11285H.  11365V  MHz 
toward  Jackson  Hill  on  azimuth  345.6  de¬ 
grees. 

1397-CP-P-77  The  Mountain  State  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (KPN84), 
Oatman  Mtn.  5  miles  ESE  of  Montezuma, 
Arizona  (lat.  33*03*50**  N.,  long.  113*08*10*' 
W.l :  C.P.  to  add  a  new  point  of  communi¬ 
cation  on  frequency  2170.0H  MHz  toward 
Hyder,  Arizona. 

1380-CF-P-77  Same  (KPX68).  Mt.  Ord  23 
miles  SSW  of  Payson,  Arizona  (lat.  33*54*- 
18"  N..  long.  111*24*28"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  a 
new  point  of  communication  on  frequen¬ 
cies  2170.0H  MHz  toward  Roosevelt.  Ari¬ 
zona  on  azimuth  136.3  degrees  and  2178.0V 
MHz  toward  Tonto,  Basin  on  azimuUi  123.1 
degrees. 

1412- CP-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KSA43),  1.2  miles  SW 
of  Mishawaka,  Indiana  (lat.  41*38*00"  N., 
long.  86*11*53"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  frequency 
3910.0H  toward  Geshen,  Indiana. 

1413- CF-P-77  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company  (KSA42),  4.25  miles 
East  of  Goshen,  Indiana  (lat.  41*34*48"  N.. 
long.  85*43*40"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  frequen¬ 
cies  3870  OH  MHz  toward  Mishawaka  and 
4070.0H  MHz  toward  Albion. 

1414- CF-P-77  Same  (KSG74).  2.0  miles  SW 
of  Albion,  Indiana  (lat.  41*22*02"  N.,  long. 
85*27*22"  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  frequencies 
3870.0H  MHz  toward  Goshen  and  4030.0H 
MHz  toward  Leo. 

1415- CP-P-77  Same  (KSF29),  4.0  miles  NW 
of  Leo.  Indiana  (lat.  41*16*56"  N.,  long. 
85*04'35**  W.):  C.P.  to  add  frequencies 
3910.0H  MHz  toward  Albion  and  3890.0H 
MHz  toward  Ft.  Wayne. 

1191-CF-MP-77  Pacific  Teletronlcs.  Inc. 
<KTG39),  Horse  Mountain,  7.0  miles  SW 
of  Willow  Creek,  California  (lat.  40°52'20** 
N ,  long.  123*44*08"  W.) :  Modification  of 
construction  permit  to  add  6056.4H  and 
62 12. OH  MHz  toward  Crescent  City,  via 
passive  repeater  located  at  Red  Mountain 
(lat.  41*47*  N.,  long.  123*54*21"  W.),  both 
in  California,  on  azimuth  348.9  and  317.3 
degrees,  respectively. 

1209-CP-MP-77  Mlcrovldeo,  Inc.  (KLU60). 
SE  Edge  of  Childress,  Texas  (lat.  34*24*25" 
N.,  long.  100*12*05**  W.) :  Modification  of 
construction  permit  to  replace  trans¬ 
mitter— 6241.7V.  630l.1V  and  6360.3V  MHz 
toward  Paducah  &  Quanah,  bitb  In  Texas. 
1215-CP-P-77  Eastern  Microwave,  Inc- 
(WQR73>.  2850  Berthoud  Street.  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pennsylvania  (lat.  40*26*46"  N., 
long.  79*57'51**  W.) :  Construction  permit 
to  add  11545.0H  MHz  toward  North  Brad- 
dock,  Pennsylvania,  via  power  cpllt,  on 
azimuth  115.1  degrees. 

1217-CF-P-77  Newhouse  Alabama  Micro- 
wave.  Inc.  (WBB3591.  Red  Mountain.  Vul¬ 
can  Parkway,  Blrmlnzham.  Alabama  (lat 
33*29*25"  N..  long.  M*47'53**  W.) :  Con¬ 
struction  permit  to  change  frequency  to 
6078  6V  MHz  toward  Woodstock.  Alabama. 
1315-CF-R-77  CPI  Microwave.  Inc.  (WAH 
466 ) .  Temporary — fixed — Developmental . 
Received  application  for  renewal  of  rstdlo 
station  license. 

1398-CF-P-77  tJlCX  Telecommunications 
Corporation  (KPV31).  Tunk  Mountain. 
46  miles  ENE  of  Synarep  Washington 
(lat.  48*32*47"  N..  long.  119*14*07"  W.) : 
Construction  permit  to  add  (reinstate) 
61 15.*^  and  6278  8H  MHz  toward  Omah 
and  Tonasket.  Washington,  on  azimuths 
241.7  and  319.4  degrees,  respectively 
1376-CF-P-77  Southern  Pacific  Communi¬ 
cations  Comnanv  (WAS426),  3.7  miles  NW 
of  Woodworth.  IL  (lat.  40*40*55"  W..  long. 
87*54*32"  W  ) :  Construction  permit  to  add 
frequency — 6256. 5H  MHz  towards  St.  Anne. 
Illinois. 
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1377- CF-P-77  Same  (WAS427).  4.8  miles 
NE  of  St.  Anne.  Illinois  (lat.  40‘“04'38''  N., 
long.  87*39'00”  W.) :  Construction  permit 
to  add  frequencies — 6063 .8H  MHz  towards 
Brunswick  and  6004. 5H  MHz  towards 
Woodworth,  both  In  Illinois. 

1378- CP-P-77  Same  (WAS428) .  1  mile  West 
of  Brunswick,  Illinois  (lat.  41'22’42''  N., 
long.  87*31'35''  W.) :  Construction  permit 
to  add  frequency-^315.9H  MHz  towards 
St.  Anne,  Illinois. 

783-CF-MB-77  Northwestern  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company  (KSA89),  1  mile  South  of 
Little  Bock,  Minnesota.  Mod.  of  License  to 
correct  coordinates  from  lat.  45*48*48' '  N., 
long.  94*05*32”  W.  to  read  lat.  45*48*50*'  N., 

■  long.  94*05*42’*  W.;  correct  path  distances 
and  azimuths,  and  delete  the  11  OHz  fre¬ 
quencies  toward  Freedhem  and  St.  Cloud, 
Minnesota. 

COBBECTION 

611-CP-P-77  New  Jersey  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KLK85),  corrected  polarization 
to  read  3970.0H  MHz  toward  Opelus.  All 
other  psu-ticulars  are  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  no  837  dated  12-20-76. 

617- CF-P-77  South  Central  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KLW25) ,  corrected  station  loca¬ 
tion  to  read  Ringgold,  Louisiana  and  fre¬ 
quency  3770.0H  MHz  toward  Freeport.  All 
other  particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  no  837  dated  12-20-76. 

618- CP-P-77  Same  (KIW27),  corrected  co-' 
ordinate  to  read  lat.  32®30'27"  N.  All  other 
jiarticulars  are  to  remain  as  reported  on 
PN  no  837  dated  12-20-76. 

696- CP-P-77  Same  (KLK841,  corrected  co-  - 
ordinate  to  read  long.  92*01'10*'  W.  All 
other  particulars  are  to  remain  as  repca'ted 
on  PN  no  838  dated  12-27-76. 

697- CP-P-77  Same  (WHB42),  corrected  co¬ 
ordinate  to  read  long.  91*49*00"  W.  All 
other  particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  no  838  dated  12-27-76. 

1043-CP-P-77  The  Bell  Telephone  Company 
of  Pennsylvania  (KIL58),  corrected  com¬ 
pany  name.  All  other  particulars  are  to 
remain  as  reported  on  PN  no  842  dated 
1-24-77. 

1080-CP-P-77  Southern  Bell  Telephone  nnd 
Telegraph  Company  (KJA97),  corrected  file 
number.  All  other  particulars  are  to  re¬ 
main  as  reported  on  PN  no  842  dated 
1-24-77. 

1120-CP-P-77  *rhe  Mountain  State  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (KC084), 
corrected  receive  station  on  frequency 
6256.5V  MHz  toward  Oreely  Jet.  All  other 
particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported  on 
PN  no  842  dated  1-24-77. 

1119-CF-P-77  Same  (KC0851,  Fort  Collins 
124  West  of  Magonollia  Street,  Collins, 
Colorado,  corrected  station  location.  All 
other  particulars  are  to  remain  as  reported 
on  PN  no  842  dated  1-24-77. 

870- CF-P-77  Michigan  Bell  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany  (KZI65> .  corrected  to  read  delete  fre¬ 
quency  373().0V.  All  other  particulars  re¬ 
main  as  reported  on  PN  no  840  dated 
1-10-77. 

871- CP-P-77  Same  (KQI62),  corrected  to 
read  delete  frequency  3850. OH.  All  other 
particulars  remain  as  reported  on  PN  no 
840  dated  1-10-77. 

914-CP-P-77  Michigan  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (KKU78),  8.0  miles  WNW  of 
Wensover,  Wyoming  (lat.  42°20'46*'  N., 
long.  105*02*05”  W.) :  C.P.  to  add  a  new 
point  communication  on  frequency  2128.0V 
MHz  toward  Olendo  PR  on  azimuth  0.8 
degrees  and  from  passive  reflector  to 
Olendo,  Wyoming. 

(PR  Doc.77-4245  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am) 


(FCC  77-69;  RM-22571 

HRE  RADIO  SERVICE 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Denying 

Petition  for  Rulemaking 

Adopted:  January  26,  1977. 

Released:  February  4,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  89 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  provide  for 
voice  communications  between  fire  radio 
call  boxes  and  fire  stations  in  the  Fire 
Radio  Service  in  the  450  MHz  band. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  a  petition  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  filed  by  the  International  Munic¬ 
ipal  Signal  Association,  Inc.  (IMS A). 
Petitioner  asks  that  we  amend  Part  89  of 
the  Rules  to  allocate  four  pairs  of  450 
MHz  band  frequencies  to  the  Fire  Radio 
Service  for  use  as  voice  fire  radio  call  box 
channels. 

2.  Timely  comments  as  to  this  petition 
were  submitted  by  the  American  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  State  Highway  Officials,  Inc. 
(AASHO)  and  the  Associated  Public- 
Safety  Communications  Officers,  Inc. 
(APCO).  IMSA  and  the  Minnesota  Min¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Company  (3M) 
submitted  re'ily  comments.’ 

3.  The  fre(iuencies  that  IMSA  seeks  to 
have  allocated  for  fire  radio  voice  call 
box  operations  are  the  paired  channels 
453.025/458.025,  453.075/458.075,  453.125/ 
458.125  and  453.175/458.175  MHz.  These 
frequencies  are  allocated  for  highway 
radio  call  box  voice  and  non-voice  uses 
in  the  Local  Government  Radio  Service 
with  the  453  MHz  band  channels  utilized 
for  fixed  station  transmissions  by  motor¬ 
ists  from  call  boxes  installed  along  lim¬ 
ited  access  highways.  On  the  458  MHz 
band  side,  the  channels  are  designated 
“central  control,  fixed”  for  acknowledge¬ 
ment  and  response  transmissions  to  the 
incoming  calls,  and  to  transmit  instruc¬ 
tional  road  side  display  messages  to 
motorists  as  to  highway,  climate,  and 
traffice  conditions.  In  Edition,  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  receipt  of  IMSA’s  petition, 
these  458  MHz  band  frequencies  were  also 
allocated  to  the  Special  Emergency  Radio 
Service  for  bio-medical  telemetry  com¬ 
munications  between  i^rtable  units  and 
medical-care  facilities.^'  IMSA’s  proposal 
is  that  these  frequency  pairs  be  addi¬ 
tionally  allocated  to  the  Fire  Radio  Serv¬ 
ice  for  fire  emergencies. 

4.  To  support  its  petition,  IMSA  notes 
the  benefits  it  feels  would  result  in  fire 
alarm  signalling  procedures  by  “the  abil¬ 
ity  to  have  voice  communications  be¬ 
tween  fire  call  box  systems  and  fire  com¬ 
munications  control  centers.”  The  use  of 


'  The  State  of  CTolorado  also  submitted 
comments  but  they  were  received  too  late  for 
formy  consideration. 

-  This  was  a  part  of  our  overall  program  to 
provide  for  effective  radio  communication 
facilities  for  emergency  medical  systems.  See 
Report  and  Order  adopted  July  2.  1974,  In 
Docket  19880  for  Amendment  of  Parts  2  and 
89  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
Relating  to  Communications  for  Emergency 
Medical  Services  (39  FR.  137,  July  16,  1974). 


voice  fire  alarm  boxes.  Petitioner  con¬ 
tends,  would  “maximize  information  as 
to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  fire,  its 
location  and  duration,”  would  provide 
"some  kind  of  assurance  to  the  caller 
that  his  message  is  being  received,”  and 
“may  well  reduce  the  amazing  percent¬ 
age  of  false  alarms  that  are  occurring 
throughout  the  country.” 

5.  ’The  advantages  described  by  the 
Petitioner  from  two-way  voice  fire  alarm 
communications  appear  significant. 
Benefits  of  this  nature  were  the  basis  for 
the  present  allocation  of  these  450  MHz 
band  channels  for  highway  voice  radio 
call  box  (H>erations.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  are  practical  limitations  on  the 
types  of  operations  that  only  four  fre- 
quenev  pairs  can  accommodate.  The 
comments  refer  to  this  aspect.  APCO 
notes: 

In  APCO’s  view,  the  Commission’s  care¬ 
fully  copsldered  decision  to  allocate  these 
frequencies  for  the  long-term  development 
of  sophisticated  highway  safety  communica¬ 
tions  systems  was  entirely  sound  •  •  •  Al¬ 
though  IMSA  has  Identified  another  Im¬ 
portant  public  safety  need  for  additional 
spectrum,  it  would  serve  no  useful  purpose 
to  meet  this  need  by  drawing  upon  the  lim¬ 
ited  soectrum  set  aside  for  highway  safety 
communications. 

In  its  reply  comments,  3M  agrees  and 
states: 

This  [fire  call  box)  need  should  be  met  but 
we  submit  it  would  be  counter-productive  to 
meet  it  by  impairing  the  long-term  utility 
of  the  limited  spectrum  set  aside  for  high¬ 
way  communications. 

AASHO  urges  consideration  of  still 
another  problem — the  compatibility  is¬ 
sue: 

A  sensible  balance  must  be  maintained  In 
frequency  assignment  •  •  •  The  four  pairs 
of  453  MHz  Highway  Safety  Frequencies 
must  NOT  be  reassigned  on  an  urban  or 
rural  basis  because  the  Interstate  and  other 
limited  access  highways  traverse  both  urban 
and  rural  areas. 

6.  As  indicated,  the  important  issue 
being  raised  is  whether  use  of  the  four 
frequency  pairs  at  450  MHz  for  the  per¬ 
vasive  fire  radio  alarm  function  is  feas¬ 
ible.  In  examining  this  issue,  we  recog¬ 
nize  that  to  date  there  has  not  been  ex¬ 
tensive  development  of  the  use  of  these 
frequencies  for  highway  radio  call  box 
systems.  This  factor  was  one  of  the  ma¬ 
jor  considerations  involved  in  our  de¬ 
termination  to  permit  additional  use  of 
these-freouencies  for  bio-medical  telem- 
etrv  operations.  This  problem  also 
indicates  that  the  allocation  of  these 
frequencies  for  highway  call  boxes  may 
require  re-examination.  However,  it  does 
not  follow  that  the  frequencies  should 
be  allocated  for  fire  radio  call  box  oper¬ 
ations.  In  our  view,  the  limited  spectnun 
involved  would  not  be  adequate  to  ac¬ 
commodate  the  proposed  fire  alarm 
voice  function.  This  is  so  regardless  of 
whether  there  are  other  uses  authorized 
on  these  450  MHz  band  frequencies  since 
the  operation  of  fire  call  boxes  in  most 
communities  that  would  likely  employ 
such  radio  systems  could  be  expected  to 
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Involve  many  hundreds,  and  even  thou¬ 
sands,  of  call  box  installations.  Obvi¬ 
ously.  such  two-way  voice  transmission 
requirements  are  beyond  the  capacity  of 
the  four  frequency  pairs. 

7.  There  is  also  the  compatibility 
problem  with  respect  to  bio-medical 
telemetry  operations.  The  usual  use  of 
the  450  MHz  band  frequencies  for  these 
medical  applications  is  in  connection 
with  the  need  for  extended  portable 
capability.  This  commonly  occurs  when 
a  patient  must  be  treated  away  from 
the  ambulance  vehicle  and  a  radio 
capability  is  required  to  transmit  from 
the  patient’s  location,  through  the  am¬ 
bulance  vehicle  in  the  repeater  mode,  to 
the  hospital-based  physician.  Require¬ 
ments  for  operations  of  this  nature  us¬ 
ually  develop  in  business  offices,  homes, 
factories,  etc.,  where  the  ambulance  ve¬ 
hicle  cannot  go.  Thus,  the  medical  op¬ 
erations  are  normally  conducted  in  the 
same  areas  where  there  would  be  heavy 
concentration  of  fire  radio  call  boxes. 
At  the  same  time,  the  medical  telemetry 
function  often  requires  continuous,  or 
extended  emergency  transmit  and  can¬ 
not  tolerate  the  interference  from  voice 
radio  that  would  likely  be  generated  by 
the  fire  emergency  transmissions. 

8.  For  the  foregoing  reasons,  we  do 
not  find  that  allowing  use  of  the  450 
MHz  band  frequencies  for  fire  radio  call 
boxes  systems  is  feasible.  In  fact,  we 
seriously  doubt  whether  city  govern¬ 
ments  ought  to  look  for  radio  for  re¬ 
placement  of  existing  fire  call  box  sys¬ 
tems  because  the  amount  of  spectrum 
that  would  be  needed  for  voice  opera¬ 
tions  is  very  large  and  is  simply  not 
readily  assignable. 

9.  Accordingly,  the  Commission  con¬ 
cludes  that  reallocation  of  the  frequen¬ 
cies  involved  in  the  Petitioner’s  request 
is  not  in  the  public  interest  and  it  is 
ordered  That  the  Petition  (RM-2257) 
of  the  International  Municipal  Signal 
Association  is  denied. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-4238  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  21078:  21079:  Pile  Noe.  2434- 
CM-P-73:  2435-CM-P-731 

MULTI-COMMUNICATIONS  SERVICES. 
INC.  AND  PEORIA  SIGNAL  CO. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  for  Consolidated  Hear¬ 
ing-on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  January  12, 1977. 

Released:  February  4. 1977. 

In  reapplications  of  Multi-Communi¬ 
cation  Services.  Inc.,  and  Peor>a  Signal 
Company,  for  construction  permits  in  the 
Multipoint  Distribution  Service  for  a  new 
station  at  Peoria,  Illinois. 

1.  ’Die  Commission  has  before  it  the 
above-referenced  applications  of  Multi- 
Communication  Services,  Inc.  (Multi), 
filed  oa  October  6, 1972  and  Peoria  Signal 


Company  (Peoria),  filed  on  October  6, 
1972.  Both  applicationse  propose  Chan¬ 
nel  1  operation  in  the  Peoria.  Illinois 
area,  and  thus  are  mutually  exclusive 
and  require  comparative  consideration. 
Both  applications  have  been  amended  as 
a  result  of  informal  requests  of  the  Cwn- 
mission  staff  for  additional  information, 
and  no  petitions  to  deny  or  other  objec¬ 
tions  to  any  of  the  applications  have  been 
received. 

2.  Multi  has  twenty-three  MDS  con¬ 
struction  permit  applications  i>ending. 
Several  of  its  officers  have  interests  in 
broadcasting  and  CATV  operations  in 
Florida  and  Georgia.  Peoria,  owned  by 
Signal  Engineering  and  Sales,  Inc.,  and 
National  Telecommunications  Associates, 
Inc.  (principals  of  which  have  interests 
in  other  MDS  applications,  including 
Birmingham,  Alabama),  has  only  this 
MDS  construction  permit  application  be¬ 
fore  the  Commission. 

3.  Upon  review  of  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cations,  we  find  that  both  applicants  are 
legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  provide  the  services 
which  they  propose,  and  that  a  hearing 
will  be  required  to  determine,  on  a  com¬ 
parative  basis,  which  of  these  applica¬ 
tions  should  be  granted. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered. 
That  pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.291  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  are  designated  for  hearing,  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  or¬ 
der,  to  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted  in  order  to 
best  serve  the  public  interest,  conveni¬ 
ence  and  necessity.  In  making  such  a  de¬ 
termination,  the  following  factors  shall 
be  considered:  ’ 

(a)  ’The  relative  merits  of  each  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  service  area  and  ef¬ 
ficient  frequency  use: 

(b)  ’The  nature  of  the  services  and  fa¬ 
cilities  proposed,  and  whether  they  will 
satisfy  service  requirements  known  to 
exist  or  likely  to  exist  in  the  Peoria,  Il¬ 
linois  area: 

(c)  The  anticipated  quality  and  reli¬ 
ability  of  the  service  proposed,  including 
selection  of  equipment,  installation, 
subscriber  security  and  maintenance: 

(d)  ’The  charges,  regulations  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  to  be  rendered,  and 
their  relation  to  the  nature,  quality  and 
costs  of  service:  and 

(e)  The  managerial  and  entrepreneur¬ 
ial  qualifications  of  the  applicants. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Multi- 
Communication  Services,  Inc.,  Peoria 
Signal  Company,  and  the  Chief,  Com¬ 
mon  Carrier  Bureau,  are  made  parties 
to  this  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  parties 
desiring  to  participate  herein  shall  file 
their  notices  of  appearance  in  accordance 


^  Consideration  of  these  factors  shall  be 
made  in  light  of  the  Commission’s  discus¬ 
sion  in  Peabody  Telephone  Answering  Serv¬ 
ice.  et.  al.,  55  P.C.C.  2d  626  (1976), 


with  the  provisions  of  Section  1.221  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Joseph  A.  Marino. 
Deputy  Chief  for  Chief. 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 
[PR  Doc.77-4243  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  21083:  21084;  Pile  Nos.  1967- 
CM-P-73:  3992-CM-P-731 

MULTIPOINT  INFORMATION  SYSTEMS, 
INC.  AND  OHIO  MDS  CORP. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Designat¬ 
ing  Applications  for  Consolidated  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  January’  12.  1977. 

Released:  February  4,  1977. 

In  re  applications  of  Multipoint  Infor¬ 
mation  Systems,  Inc.,  and  Ohio  MDS 
Corp.  for  construction  permits  in  the 
Multipoint  Distribution  Service  for  a  new 
station  at  Youngstown.  Ohio. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
above-referenced  applications  of  Multi¬ 
point  Information  Systems.  Inc.  (MIS), 
filed  on  September  21.  1972  and  Ohio 
MDS  Corp.  (Ohio) .  filed  on  December  1. 
1972.  Both  applications  phopose  Chan¬ 
nel  1  operation  in  the  Youngstown,  Ohio 
area,  and  thus  are  mutually  exclusive 
and  require  comparative  consideration. 
Both  applications  have  been  amended  as 
a  re.sult  of  informal  requests  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff  for  additional  information, 
and  no  petitions  to  deny  or  other  objec¬ 
tions  to  any  of  the  applications  have  been 
received. 

2.  MiS,  a  principal  of  which  holds  in¬ 
terests  in  broadcast  licenses  in  Cleve¬ 
land.  Ohio  and  McKeesport,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  has  thirteen  applications  for  MDS 
construction  permits  pending  before  the 
Commission  and  has  been  granted  a  per¬ 
mit  for  Canton,  Ohio.  Ohio  (formerly 
Dayton  Communications  Corporation) 
has  construction  permit  applications 
I>ending  for  six  other  cities,  including 
Youngstown,  Akron,  and  Toledo,  Ohio, 
has  been  granted  four  construction  per¬ 
mits  and  is  licensed  and  providing  serv¬ 
ice  in  Cincinnati  and  Dayton,  Ohio. 

3.  Upon  review  of  the  captioned  appli¬ 
cations.  we  fiqd  that  both  applicants  are 
legally,  technically,  financially,  and  oth¬ 
erwise  qualified  to  provide  the  services 
which  they  propose,  and  that  a  hearing 
will  be  required  to  determine,  on  a  com¬ 
parative  basis,  which  of  these  applica¬ 
tions  should  be  granted. 

4.  Accordingly,  itjs  hereby  ordered, 
’That  pureuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  0.291  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  the  above-captioned  applications 
are  designated  for  hearing,  in  a  con¬ 
solidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  to 
determine,  on  a  comparative  basis,  which 
of  the  above-captioned  applications 
should  be  granted  in  order  to  best  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity.  In  making  such  a  determina- 
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tion,  the  following  factors  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered:^ 

(a)  The  relative  merits  of  each  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  service  area  and  ef¬ 
ficient  frequency  use; 

(b)  The  natiu«  of  the  services  and  fa¬ 
cilities  proposed,  and  whether  they  will 
satisfy  service  requirements  known  to 
exist  or  likely  to  exist  in  the  Youngstown, 
Ohio  area; 

(c)  The  anticipated  quality  and  relia¬ 
bility  of  the  service  proposed,  including 
selection  of  equipment,  installation,  sub¬ 
scriber  seciu'ity  and  maintenance; 

(d)  The  charges,  regulations  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  the  service  to  be  rendered,  and 
their  relation  to  the  nature,  quality  and 
costs  of  service ;  and 

(e)  The  managerial  and  entrepre¬ 
neurial  qualifications  of  the  applicants. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Multi¬ 
point  Information  Systems,  Inc.,  Ohio 
MDS  Corp.,  and  the  Chief,  Common  Car¬ 
rier  Bureau,  are  made  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  parties 
desiring  to  participate  herein  shall  file 
their  notices  of  appearance  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  §  1.221  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Joseph  A.  Mariho, 
Deputy  Chief  for  Chief. 
Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

JFR  Doc.77-4242  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  21096  :  20080;  PCC  77-72] 

WESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  CO. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Instituting  Investigation 

Adopted:  January  26, 1977. 

Released:  February  4, 1977. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Company  charges  for  private 
line  services,  revisions  of  Tariff  P.C.C. 
No.  254,  filed  in  Transmittal  No.  7223 
(Series  2000/3000). 

1.  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany  (Western  Union)  filed  the  captioned 
tariff  revisions  for  its  Series  2000/3000 
private  line  channel  services  to  become 
effective  February  1, 1977.  The  filing  em¬ 
bodies  Western  Union’s  Multi-Schedule 
Private  Line  (MPL)  rate  schedule,  which 
is  to  replace  its  existing  Hi-Lo  rates.’  The 
MPL  rate  structure  is  comprised  of  cate- 


’  Consideration  of  these  factors  shall  be 
made  In  light  of  the  Commission's  discussion 
In  Peabody  Telephone  Answering  Service,  et. 
al.,  55  F.C.C.  2d  626  (1975). 

*  We  ordered  an  Investigation  Into  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  Western  Union's  Hi-Lo  rate  struc¬ 
ture  In  Docket  No.  20080.  47  FCC  2d  440 
( 1974) .  That  proceeding  was  held  In  abeyance 
pending  the  resolution  of  Docket  No.  19919 
(AT&T's  Hl-Lo  rate  structure).  Since  West¬ 
ern  Union's  Hl-Lo  rate  structure  Is  super¬ 
seded  by  the  MPL  rate  structure,  no  purpose 
would  be  served  In  pursuing  the  Investiga¬ 
tion  designated  In  Docket  No.  20080.  There¬ 
fore,  that  proceeding  is  being  terminated 
herein. 


gory  “A”  and  “B”  rate  centers,  with  three 
separate  intercity  channel  mileage  rate 
schedules  (services  between  A  rate  cen¬ 
ters,  between  an  A  and  B  rate  center, 
and  between  B  rate  centers) ,  Each  of  the 
three  schedules  imposes  a  fixed  charge 
for  the  first  mile  of  service  which  is  sig¬ 
nificantly  greater  than  the  charge  for 
additional  miles.  'The  rate  structure  con¬ 
sists  of  two  rate  elements:  station  term¬ 
inal  charges  and  interchange  channel 
charges. 

2.  Western  Union  states  that  its  tariff 
filing  is  made  out  of  competitive  neces¬ 
sity  to  AT&T’s  MPL  rate  stiTicture,  which 
is  currently  under  investigation  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  20814,  59  FCC  2d  428  (1976) ;  FCC 
76-1123  (released  December  17,  1976). 
Western  Union  further  states  that  absent 
effectuation  of  the  matched  AT&T  rates, 
it  would  suffer  a  “significant  diversion’’ 
of  voice-grade  channel  service  revenues 
to  the  virtually  identical  AT&T  MPL 
services. 

3.  No  petitions  for  suspension  and  in¬ 
vestigation  or  rejection  have  been  filed 
against  Western  Union’s  revisions.  How¬ 
ever,  we  find  that  this  filing  raises  the 
same  questions  of  lawfulness  that  are  at 
issue  in  the  investigation  of. AT&T’s  MPL 
rate  structme  in  Docket  No.  20814. 
'Therefore,  we  are  setting  the  subject 
Western  Union  filing  for  investigation, 
issuing  an  accounting  order,  and  holding 
the  hearings  herein  in  abeyance  pending 
a  resolution  of  the  issues  in  Docket  No. 
20814. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  sections  4(1), 
4(j),  201-205  and  408  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act.  47  U.S.C.  §5  154(i),  154(j), 
201-205,  403,  an  investigation  is  in¬ 
stituted  into  the  lawfulness  of  the  revi¬ 
sions  to  Western  Union’s  Tariff  F.C.C. 
No.  254.  filed  under  Transmittal  No.  7223. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  pursuant 
to  sections  4(1),  4(j)  and  204  of  the 
Communications  Act,  the  tariff  revisions 
filed  by  Western  Union  under  Transmit¬ 
tal  No.  7223  are  suspended  imtil  Febru¬ 
ary  2, 1977. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Western 
Union  shall,  in  the  case  of  all  increased 
charges  made  pursuant  to  the  tariff  re¬ 
visions  filed  with  Transmittal  No.  7223, 
until  further  order  of  this  Commission, 
keep  accurate  accoimt  of  all  monies  re¬ 
ceived  by  reason  of  such  increases,  snec- 
ifying  by  whom  and  in  whose  behalf 
such  amounts  are  paid. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  is¬ 
sues  to  be  included  in  the  investigation 
and  the  procedures  to  be  followed  herein 
will  be  set  forth  in  a  subsequent  order  of 
the  Commission  and  that  pending  such 
order,  the  proceedings  herein  shall  be 
held  in  abeyance. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  Docket 
No.  20080  is  terminated. 

Federac  Communications. 

Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-4244  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

ATLANTIC  AND  GULF/WEST  COAST  OF 

CENTRAL  AMERICA  AND  MEXICO  CON¬ 
FERENCE 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  aoproval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  mav  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  mav  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y..  New  Orleans,  Louisiana.  San 
Francisco,  California  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  C(»nments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
mav  be  submitted  to  the  Secretarv,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D  C..  20573,  by  March  2,  1977.  Any  per¬ 
son  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed 
agreement  shall  provide  a  clear  and  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
thev  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  alle¬ 
gation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  acccnnolished  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the  acts 
and  circumstances  said  to  constitute 
such  violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  anv  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed: 

Wade  S.  Hooker,  Jr.,  Esquire.  Casey,  Lane  & 

Mlttendorf.  26  Broadway,  New  York,  New 

York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  8300-14,  by  and  among 
the  member  lines  of  the  above-named 
conference,  amends  the  basic  organic 
agreement  by  (1)  increasing  the  admis¬ 
sion  fee  thereto  to  $5,000,  and  (2)  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  Chairman  and  the  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Conference  to  be  each 
member  line’s  attomey-in-fact  and  rep¬ 
resentative  authorized  to  execute  and 
file  each  amendment  to  the  conference 
agreement. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  February  4. 1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  77-4336  PHed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


GERMANY— NORTH  ATLANTIC  PORTS 
RATE  AGREEMENT 

Agreement  Hied 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
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section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916.  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  7333,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  (Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Ro(»n  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  field  offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  Oalifomia  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  by  March  2, 1977.  Any  person 
desiring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed  agree¬ 
ment  shall  provide  a  clear  and  concise 
statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  desire  to  aduce  evidence.  An  allega¬ 
tion  of  discrimination  or  unfairness  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  describ¬ 
ing  the  discrimination  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the  acts 
and  circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Howard  A.  Levy,  Esquire,  Suite  727,  17  Bat¬ 
tery  Place,  New  York,  New  York  10<X)4 

Agreement  No.  9427-5,  among  ‘  the 
members  of  the  above-named  rate  agree¬ 
ment,  adds  traffic  fr<Mn  or  via  ports  In 
Prance  other  than  Mediterranean  ports 
to  the  scope  of  the  agreement. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Ccxnmlsslon. 

Dated:  February  4,  1977.  _ 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-4335  Piled  3-9-77:8:45  am] 


LYKES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC.,  AND 
DAVIES  MARINE  AGENCIES,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  be^  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  aiH>roval  pursuant  to 
eectlcm  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJ3.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  c(H>y  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco.  California  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commi&slon,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  by  March  2, 1977.  Any  person 
desiring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed  agree¬ 
ment  shall  iHovlde  a  clear  and  ctmcise 


statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  desire  to  adduce  evld^ce.  An  alle¬ 
gation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
Rha.ll  be  acccHnpsmled  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfair¬ 
ness  with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of 
the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of 
the  United  States  is  alleged,  the  state¬ 
ment  shall  set  forth  with  particularity 
the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to  con¬ 
stitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 

A  copy  of- any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

R.  J.  Finnan,  Pricing  Analyst,  Lykes  Bros. 

Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  300  Poydras  Street, 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70130. 

Agreement  No.  10283,  between  the 
above  named  parties,  is  an  agency 
agreement  whereby  Lykes  appoints 
Davies  Marine  Agencies  to  act  as  its  hus¬ 
banding  agent  at  ports  of  Hawaii  on  the 
terms  and  conditions  and  to  the  extent 
set  forth  therein. 

By  Order  of  tiie  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  February  4,  1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77  4337  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


NORTH  ATLANTIC  SPAIN  RATE 
AGREEMENT 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has ‘been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  (^ce  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  San  Juan. 
Puerto  Rico.  Ccxnments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  by  March  2,  1977.  Any  per¬ 
son  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed 
agreement  shall  provide  a  clear  and  con¬ 
cise  statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  alle¬ 
gation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  stb.tement  de¬ 
scribing  the  di^riminatlon  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
Rhft.li  set  forth  with  particularity  the 
acts  and  circumstances  said  to  constitute 
such  violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter)  and 


the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

David  C.  Jordeu,  E^squlre.  BUllg,  Sher  A 

Jones,  P.C..  Suite  300,  3033  K  Street  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Agreement  No.  10117-2,  among  the 
members  of  the  above-named  agree¬ 
ment,  extends  the  term  of  the  agreement 
indefinitely. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4334  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  ER77-1691 

ARKANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Amendment  to  Agreement 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  25,  1977, 
Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Company  (Com¬ 
pany)  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  two  of  the  Company’s  rate 
schedules. 

1.  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Comi>any  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  67. 

2.  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Ccmp.iny  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  52. 

Both  of  these  schedules  are  contracts 
between  the  Company  and  the  Arkansas 
Electric  Co(H>erative  Corporation 
(AECC).  The  changes  in  FPC  No.  67  in¬ 
clude  the  additicm  of  three  points  of  de¬ 
livery,  the  abandonment  of  two  points  of 
delivery,  and  an  increase  in  capacity  at 
ten  other  points  of  delivery.  The  changes 
in  FPC  No.  52  include  the  deletion  of  two 
points  of  delivery,  an  increase  ^  capac¬ 
ity  at  one  point  of  delivery,  and  a  de¬ 
crease  in  capacity  at  (me  other  point  of 
delivery.*  Some  of  toe  changes  are  not 
proposed  to  take  effect  until  Jime  1,  1977, 
or  July  1,  1977.  For  these  reasons,  toe 
Company  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  ninety  day  rule  on  filings.  The 
Company  states  that  due  to  difficulty  in 
making  accurate  estimates  on  the  billing 
effect  of  these  changes,  no  billing  data 
waa  filed.  The  Company  states  that  there 
will  be  no  changes  in  rates  or  provisions 
in  the  two  schedules  other  than  those 
noted  above.  The  Company  requests 
waiver  of  the  Commlssl(m’s  Regulations 
concerning  this  proposed  filing. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  has  been  mailed  to 
AECC. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  toe  FWeral 
Power  Ccmunlsslon,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  toe 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CTR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  <m  or 
before  February  17, 1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deto*- 
mlning  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
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testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4262  PUed  2-7-77;2;53  pml 


(Docket  No.  CP77-1591 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Application 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  28,  1977, 
Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  683,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77-159 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section  2.79 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  (18  CPR  2.79)  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  c(Hivenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
natural  gas  on  behalf  of  Wolverine  Divi¬ 
sion  of  UOP,  Inc.  (Wolverine),  all  as 
more  fully  set  fdrth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  for 
Wolverine  up  to  600  Mcf  of  natural  gas 
per  day  for  a  period  of  two  years  for  use 
by  Wolverine  at  its  manufacturing  fa¬ 
cility  in  the  City  of  Decatur,  Alabama.  It 
is  stated  that  the  subject  gas  would  be 
received  by  Applicant  at  an  existing  point 
of  delivery  in  Sec.  11,  T.  9  S.,  R.  1  E., 
Acswiia  Parish,  Louisiana,  from  Pranks 
Petroleum,  Inc.,  and  Arkla  Exploration 
Company  (Sellers)  and  redelivered  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) ,  for 
the  accoimt  of  Wolverine  at  Egan,  Acadia 
Parish,  Louisiana.  The  subject  gas,  be¬ 
fore  being  delivered  to  Wolverine  by  the 
City  of  Decatur,  Alabama,  a  gas  distribu¬ 
tion  utility  which  serves  Wolverine, 
would  be  transported  by  Tennessee  to 
Alabama -Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  which  in  turn  would  redeliver  the 
gas  to  the  City  of  Decatur. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  a  gas 
sales  contract^  between  Wolverine  and 
Sellers  dated  October  4,  1976,  Wolverine 
would  purchase  natural  gas  produced  at 
Sellers’  North  Crowley  Field  in  Acadia 
Parish,  Louisiana,  in  the  amount  of  at 
least  75  percent  of  tiie  contract  volume 
of  500  Mcf  per  day.  Additional  volumes 
in  excess  of  the  daily  contract  voliime 
might  be  taken  by  Wolverine  if,  in  the 
Sellers’  judgment,  such  deliveries  could 
be  made  in  accordance  with  good  operat¬ 
ing  practice  and  without  injury  .to  the 
wells  or  reservoir,  it  is  indicate.  It  is 
further  stated  that  Uie  price  in  the  first 
year  of  the  two-year  agreement  is  $1.55 
per  Mcf  and  would  increase  to  $1.65  per 
Mcf  in  the  second  yesir. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  retain 
2.5  percent  of  the  volume  received  for 
transpK>rtation  as  make-up  for  line  loss 


X  Submitted  by  Alabama-Tennessee  Nat¬ 
ural  Oaa  Company  in  Ita  ^>pllcatloii  filed 
December  1,  1#76.  In  Dodcet  No.  CP77-76. 
See  notice  published  December  17,  1976  (41 
FB  55230) . 


and  compression  fuel  and  that  the  ini¬ 
tial  transportation  charge  would  be  0.3 
cent  per  Mcf  of  natural  gas.  Applicant 
asserts  that  the  proposed  service  would 
have  no  impact  on  its  ability  to  deliver 
to  Priority  1  markets.  The  subject  natural 
gas  supply  is  said  not  to  be  available  for 
purchase  by  Applicant  since  by  the  time 
Applicant  became  aware  of  its  existence 
it  w'as  already  under  contract  to 
Wolverine. 

It  is  stated  that  Wolverine  requires 
natural  gas  in  its  manufacturing  proc¬ 
esses  because  of  its  precise  temperature 
and  flame  characteristics.  Wolverine  is 
a  manufacturer  of  non-ferrous,  seamless 
copper,  copper  alloy  and  aluminum  tub¬ 
ing,  it  is  indicated.  Due  to  the  inability 
of  the  plant  to  use  fuel  oil,  substantial 
gas  curtailments  would  affect  the  secu¬ 
rity  of  employees  and  the  community. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  regulations  xmder  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  wU  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  pei-son  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Conunission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc 77-4265  Piled  2-7-77:2:63  pm] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-1701 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO.  AND 
COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Request  for  Temporary  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 

February  7, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  (»  February  1, 
1977,  Columbia  Gulf  ’Transmission  Com¬ 


pany  (Columbia  Gulf),  P.O.  Box  683, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  and  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia 
Gas),  1700  MacCorkle  Avenue,  SE . 
Charleston,  West  Virginia  25315,  filed  a 
telegraphic  request  in  Docket  No.  CP77- 
170  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gsis  Act  for  a  temporary  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  for  a  60-day  period  the  inter¬ 
state  transportation  of  up  to  175  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  per  day  for  Procter  & 
Gamble  Company  (Procter  &  Gamble*, 
an  existing  industrial  customer  (rf  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  of  Kentucky,  Inc.  (Colum¬ 
bia  of  Kentucky),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  request  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in- 
siJection. 

Columbia  Gulf  and  Columbia  Gas  pro¬ 
pose  to  transport  up  to  175  Mcf  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  per  day  for  Procter  &  Gamble, 
which  gas  has  been  purchased  by  the  lat¬ 
ter  from  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (LIG),  an  intrastate  pipeline,  for 
use  in  its  Lexington,  Kentucky,  plant.  It 
is  stated  that  the  gas  to  be  transported 
would  be  delivered  to  Columbia  Gulf  by 
LIG  at  an  existing  point  of  delivery 
which  would  deliver  the  gas  to  Colum¬ 
bia  Gas  at  an  existing  point  of  delivery- 
in  Madison  County,  Kentucky.  It  is 
stated  that  Columbia  Gas  would  then 
transport  and  deliver  such  gas  to  Co¬ 
lumbia  of  Kentucky  at  an  existing  point 
of  delivery  in  Lexington,  Kentucky, 
which  will  in  turn  deliver  the  gas  to 
Procter  &  Gamble  for  use  in  its  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Kentucky,  plant  to  offset  curtail¬ 
ments  of  supply  available  for  Priority  2 
purposes. 

It  is  stated  that  Columbia  Gulf  will 
charge  a  transportation  rate  of  29.34 
cents  per  Mcf  for  all  voliunes  of  gas  de¬ 
livered  by  UG  for  the  accoimt  of  Procter 
&  Gamble  and  will  retain  for  company- 
use  and  imaccoimted-for  gas  2.5  percent 
of  said  volumes.  It  is  further  sta^  that 
Columbia  Gas  will  charge  a  transporta¬ 
tion  rate  of  22.21  cents  per  Mcf  for  all 
gas  delivered  to  it  by  Columbia  Gulf  and 
will  retain  for  company-use  and  unac- 
coimted-for  gas  3.1  percent  of  said 
volumes. 

Columbia  Gulf  and  Columbia  Gas  state 
that  a  formal  application  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity- 
will  be  filed  as  soon  as  possible,  Columbia 
Gulf  and  Columbia  Gas  state  that  they 
realize  that  the  requested  authorization 
cannot  be  granted  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  §  2.68  or  §  2.79  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpre¬ 
tations  (18  CFR  2.68;  18  CFR  2.79)  be¬ 
cause  the  facts  of  the  proposal  do  not 
meet  the  requirements  of  those  rules. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
request  should  on  or  before  February  16, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com- 
mlsslcMi  win  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
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testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

ELkuneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretarjf. 

[PR  Doc.77-4260  PUed  2-7-77; 2: 53  pmj 


[Docket  No.  BP75-8  (PGA77-3)  ] 

COMMERCIAL  PIPELINE  COMPANY,  INC. 
PGA  Filing 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  21,  1977, 
Commercial  Pipeline  Company,  Inc. 
(Commercial)  tendered  for  filing  Seven¬ 
teenth  Revised  Sheets  No.  3A  reflecting 
Purchased  Gkis  Adjustments  and  effective 
dates  as  set  out  below: 


Current 

Cumu- 

Sheet  Number 

adjust- 

Istlve  Effective 

meats 

adjust-  date 

ments 

17th  SA  revised . 

..  $0.0112 

$a5586  Feb.  23,1977 

CcRxunercial  states  that  these  revisions 
track  precisely  similar  revisions  in  the 
tariff  of  Cities  Service  Gas  Company,  its 
sole  supplier.  Commercial  requests  waiver 
of  notice  to  the  extent  required  to  permit 
said  tariff  sheets  to  become  effective  as 
proposed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protest  sho^d  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  18,  1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  be  taken, 
but  win  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copira  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commisslcm  and 
are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plxtmb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-4257  Piled  2-7-77:2:62  pm] 


[Docket  No.  RP7a-134,  (PGA77-3a)  ]. 

EASTERN  SHORE  NATURAL  GAS  Ca 

Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adfustment  to  Rates 
and  Charges 

February  7. 1977. 

Take  notice  that  Eastern  Shore  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (Eastern  Shore)  on 
January  21.  1977,  tendered  for  filing  Re¬ 
vised  Thlrty-Elc^th  Revised  Sheet  No. 
SA  Superseding  Thirty-Sixth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  SA  and  Revised  Thlrty-ESghtli 
Revised  POA-1  to  Ita  Gas  ’Tariff. 
Original  Volume  Na  L  These  revised 
tariff  sheets,  to  be  ^ective  January  1. 
19TZ,  are  submitted  In  ordw  to  back  out 
the  rate  Increase  which  was  reflected  by 


Eastern  Shore’s  general  rate  increase 
filing  of  November  24,  1976,  during  the 
period  that  such  rates  are  irnder  siispen- 
sion  pursuant  to  CranmisslOTi  Order  ct 
December  29.  1976. 

Pursuant  to  Section  154.51  of  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
Eastern  Shore  respectfully  requests 
waiver  of  the  notice  requirements 
of  Section  154.22  of  those  Regulatlcms 
and  of  §  20.2  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Ccmditions  of  its  Tariff,  to  the  extent 
necessary,  to  permit  the  tariff  sheets  sub¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective  as  of  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1977,  to  reflect  the  suspension  of 
Eastern  Shore’s  general  rate  Increase 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  Order. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  mailed 
to  each  of  the  Company’s  Jurisdictional 
customers  and  to  interested  State  Com¬ 
missions. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitl<m 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission.  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (10  C!FR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  18, 1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  acti<m  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  miist  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  CommlsslOT 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  DOC.77-426X  Piled  2-7-77:2:53  pmJ 


[Docket  No.  <3PT7-166] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  OF  AMERICA 
Application 

February  7. 1977. 

Take  notice  that  cm  January  27.  1977. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  (Applicant) ,  122  South  Michigan 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed  In 
Docket  No.  CP77-156  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  i  2.79  of  the  Commission’s  Gen¬ 
eral  Policy  and  Interpretations  (18  CPR 
2.79)  for  a  certificate  of  public  ccm- 
veni^ce  and  necessity  aut^rlzing  the 
transportatlmi  of  natural  gas  on  behalf 
of  Nabisco,  Inc.  (Nabisco),  for  60  days, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  In  the  a]n>ll-K 
cation  which  Is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  Inspectlcm. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  for 
Nabisco  up  to  500  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per 
day  for  60  days  for  use  at  Nablsco’s  C3il- 
cago,  Illinois,  bakery.  It  Is  stat^  that  the 
subject  gas  would  be  delivered  to  Ap¬ 
plicant  by  Transcontinental  Gas  Ph)e 
Line  Corporation  (Transco)  by  displace¬ 
ment  at  the  tailgate  of  the  La  Gloria 
plant  In  Jim  WeUs  County.  Texas,  and 
redelivered  by  Applicant  to  The  Peoples 
Gas  Light  and  Coke  Company  (Peoples) 
at  existing  points  of  delivery  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Nabisco.  It  Is  stated  that  Peo¬ 
ples,  a  natural  gas  distribution  company 


and  resale  customer  of  Applicant,  serves 
Nabisco’s  Chicago,  Illinois,  bakery.  The 
valumes  to  be  transported  for  Nabisco 
would  be  limited  to  the  volume  required 
to  offset  curtailments  affecting  the  bak¬ 
ery. 

It  Is  indicated  that  piusuant  to  au¬ 
thority  granted  by  the  CX>mmlsslon’s 
ordnr  Issued  May  24,  1976  ta  Docket  Nos. 
<rP76-241,  et  al..  Nabisco  purchases  an 
average  of  approximately  900  Mcf  and 
up  to  1,125  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
from  Edwin  L.  Cox  and  Emerald  Explo¬ 
ration  from  rHoduction  wells  located  in 
Bayou  Bouillon  Field,  Iberville  and  St. 
Martin  Parishes,  Louisiana.  The  sub¬ 
ject  gas  is  transported  through  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  The  Stone  Energy  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
and  Gas  Gathering  Corporation  to 
Transco  which  redelivers  the  gas  to  Pub¬ 
lic  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company 
and  to  Commonwealth  Natural  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration  for  further  delivery  to  Nabis¬ 
co’s  bakeries  in  Falrlawn,  New  Jersey, 
and  Richmond,  Virginia,  respectively. 
It  is  indicated  that  the  volume  of  gas 
proposed  to  be  transported  for  use  at 
the  Chicago,  Illinois,  bakery  would  be 
diverted  from  the  New  Jersey  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  bakeries. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  retain 
5  percent  of  the  volume  received  for 
transportation  as  make-up  for  line  loss 
and  compression  fuel  and  that  the  trans¬ 
portation  charge  woxild  be  30  cents  per 
Mcf  of  natiual  gas.  Applicant  asserts 
that  the  proposed  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  would  have  no  Impact  on  its  ability 
to  deliver  to  Priority  1  markets  be<»use 
of  the  small  quantity  Involved  and  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  spare  pipeline  ciqmclty. 

It  is  indicated  that  Peoples  is  curtail¬ 
ing  deliveries  of  natural  gas  to  Nabi^o’s 
Chicago  bcUcery  by  25  percent  of  its 
process  needs;  that  about  300  employees 
have  been  laid  off ;  that  a  gaseous  fuel  is 
required  for  baking  ovens  which  produce 
food  for  human  consumption;  and.  that 
Nauisco  has  no  standby  propane  facil¬ 
ities  at  its  Chicago  bakery. 

Any  i>erson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  15,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washingtmi.  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  at  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
.Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cediure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  CTommisslon  will  considered  by  It 
In  determining  the  ainxroprlate  actlm  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Ccxnmlsslon’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  auUKHlty  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  ccmferred  upon  the 
F^eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  ttie 
Commisslon’a  rules  of  practice  and  pco- 
oedure,  a  hearing  will  be  hdd  wlChoiit 
further  notice  before  the  Oommlssloo  on 
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this  application  if  no  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene  Is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave*^  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-4259  Piled  2-7-77;2:53  pni] 

(Docket  No.  C?P77-162I 

PELTO  OIL  CO. 

Request  for  Waiver 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  28,  1977, 
Pelto  Oil  Company  (Pelto) ,  c/o  Thomas 
B.  Hudson,  Jr.,  1791  Pennsylvania  Ave¬ 
nue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20008,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP77-162  a  request  for 
waiver  of  the  provisions  of  Section  157.- 
29(c)  of  the  Regxilatlons  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.29(c) )  to  per¬ 
mit  Pelto  to  make  a  second  60-day  emer¬ 
gency  sale  of  natural  gas  from  the  Ray 
P.  Oden  Sr.  #1  Well  (Oden  Well)  In  De- 
Soto  Parish,  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  request  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  emer¬ 
gency  sale  would  be  made,  commencing 
February  1,  1977,  to  Alabama-Tennessee 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Ala-Tenn)  to  as¬ 
sist  that  pipeline  company  in  coping  with 
the  emergency  situation  currently  exist¬ 
ing  on  its  system.  Pelto  states  that  the 
emergency  sale  gas  would  be  transported 
from  the  Oden  Well  by  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Company  (United)  and  Tennessee 
Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  <rf  Ten- 
neco  Inc.  (Tennessee),  pursuant  to 
5  157.22  of  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.22)  and 
delivered  to  Ala-Tenn  at  an  intercon¬ 
nection  between  its  line  and  that  of 
Tennessee. 

It  is  stated  that  Pelto,  operator  and 
partial  owner  of  the  Oden  Well  has  made 
a  60-day  emergency  sale,  which  termi¬ 
nated  October  10,  1976,  to  United  from 
the  Oden  Well.  It  is  further  stated  that 
since  termination  of  that  emergency  sale 
the  Oden  Well  has  been  shut  in.  Pelto 
now  pr(H>oses  to  make  another  emergency 
sale  from  the  Oden  Well  and  accord- 
bifl^  requests  that  S  157.29(c)  of  the 
Comznissimi’s  regulations,  insofar  as  it 
limits  an  Independent  producer  to  a  sin¬ 
gle  60-day  sale  from  any  particular  well, 
be  waived  so  Pelto  can  make  an  oner- 
gency  sale  gas  from  the  Oden  Well  to 
Ala-Tenn  to  assist  Ala-Tenn  during  its 
present  emergency. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
amendment  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 


ary  16,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cediuo  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules.  Persons 
who  have  heretofore  filed  petitions  to 
intervene,  notices  of  intervention,  or 
protests  need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PB  Doc.77-4266  Piled  2-7-77; 2; 62  pm] 
(Docket  No.  CP77-176) 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  AND 
TENNECO  INC. 

Application 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  1,  1977, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Teimeco  Inc.  (Applicant),  P.O. 
Box  2511,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  In 
Docket  No.  CP77-175  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  §  2.79  of  the  Commission’s  Gen¬ 
eral  Policy  and  Interpretation  (18  CFR 
2.79)  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  natiual  gas  on  behalf 
of  Wolverine  Division  of  UOP,  Inc.  (Wol- 
veiiue) ,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  In  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  for 
Wolverine  up  to  600  Mcf  of  nattiral  gas 
per  day  for  two  years  for  use  by  Wolver¬ 
ine  at  its  manufacturing  facility  in  the 
City  of  Decatur,  Alabama.  It  is  stated 
that  the  subject  gas  would  be  received  by 
Applicant  from  Columbia  Gulf  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Columbia)  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Wolverine  at  the  interconnec¬ 
tion  of  Applicant’s  and  Coltunbia’s  facili¬ 
ties  at  Applicant’s  Egan  “B”  delivery 
point,  Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana,  and  re¬ 
delivered  to  Alabama-Tennessee  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Alabama-Tennessee)  at 
the  existing  Barton  sales  delivery  point 
located  in  Colbert  County,  Alabama. 

It  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  a  gas 
sales  contract  ‘  between  Wolverine  and 
Franks  Petroleum.  Inc.,  and  Arkla  Ex¬ 
ploration  Ccxnpany  (Sellers),  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  4,  1976,  Wolverine  would  purchase 
natural  gas  produced  at  Sellers’  North 
Crowley  Field  in  Acadia  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  in  the  amount  of  at  least  75  per¬ 
cent  of  the  contract  volume  of  500  Mcf 

^Submitted  y  Alabania-Tennessee  In  Its 
application  filed  December  1,  1976,  In  Docket 
Na  CP77-76.  See  notice  published  Decem¬ 
ber  17,  1976  (41  F7t  66230) . 


per  day.  Additional  volumes  in  excess  of 
the  daily  contract  volume  might  be 
taken  by  Wolverine  if,  in  the  Sellers’ 
judgment,  such  deliveries  could  be  made 
in  accordance  with  good  operating  prac¬ 
tice  and  without  injury  to  the  wells  or 
reservoir,  it  is  Indicated.  It  is  further 
stated  that  the  price  in  the  first  year  of 
the  two-year  agreement  is  $1.55  per 
Mcf  and  would  increase  to  $1.65  per  Mcf 
in  the  second  year.  Delivery  under  the 
terms  of  the  sales  contract  would  be 
made  at  a  point  on  Columbia’s  pipeline 
in  Acadia  Parish,  Louisiana.  It  is  indi¬ 
cated  that  Columbia  would  transport 
the  gas  for  delivery  to  Applicant  which 
in  turn  would  transport  the  gas  for  de¬ 
livery  to  Alabama-Tennessee  as  de¬ 
scribed  above.  Alabama-Tennessee,  in 
turn,  would  further  deliver  the  subject 
gas  volumes  to  the  City  of  Decatur,  Ala¬ 
bama,  a  distribution  utility  which  is  a 
resale  customer  of  Alabama -’Tennessee 
and  serves  Wolverine,  for  final  delivery 
to  Wolverine. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  retain 
3.45  percent  of  the  volume  received  for 
transportation  as  make-up  for  line  loss 
and  compression  fuel  Wolverine  would 
be  charged  by  Applicant  on  a  two-part 
tariff  including  a  monthly  demand 
charge  of  $1.34  per  Mcf  of  daily  contract 
quantity  (600  Mcf)  and  a  monthly  vol¬ 
ume  charge  of  17.93  cents  per  (a)  each 
Mcf  delivered  during  the  month,  or  (b) 
the  number  of  days  in  the  month  multi¬ 
plied  by  66.66  percent  of  the  daily  con¬ 
tract  quantity,  whichever  is  greater 
These  charges  are  subject  to  minimum 
bill  and  demand  charge  credits.  Appli¬ 
cant  asserts  that  the  proposed  service 
would  have  no  impact  on  its  ability  to 
deliver  to  Priority  1  markets  since  serv¬ 
ice  would  be  extended  only  when  operat¬ 
ing  conditions  permit.  ’The  subject  nat¬ 
ural  gas  is  said  not  to  be  available  for 
purchase  by  Applicant  since,  absent  the 
proposed  arrangements,  the  gas  would 
have  been  sold  in  intrastate  markets. 

It  is  stated  that  Wolverine  requires 
natural  gas  in  its  manufacturing  proc¬ 
esses  because  of  its  precise  temperature 
and  flame  characteristics.  Wolverine  is 
a  manufacturer  of  nonferrous,  seamless 
copper,  copper  alloy  and  aluminum  tub¬ 
ing,  it  is  indicated.  Due  to  the  inability 
of  the  plant  to  use  fuel  oil,  substantial 
gas  curtailments  would  affect  the  secu¬ 
rity  of  employees  and  the  community. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  refer^ce  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  16,  1977  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commissi(»i.  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervoie  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Tequir«nents  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu- 
laticms  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
on  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
CommissiOTi’s  rules. 
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Take  further  noUce  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natuial  Gas  Act  and  the  Cran- 
missl(xi’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Ccxnmlsslon  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  If  no  petition  to  Intervene  Is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  If 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  convraiience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  Is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretdry. 

IPR  Doc.77-4264  Filed  2-7-77;2:53  pm] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-242] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Petition  to  Amend 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  1,  1977, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpora- 
tl<»  (Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP 
76-242  a  petition  to  amend  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  of  May  24,  1976,  (55  FPC 
_ _  issued  in  the  instant  docket  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  ddlvery  of  oer- 
faUn  volumes  of  natural  gas  to  Carolina 
Pipeline  Cwnpany  (Carolina)  for  ulti¬ 
mate  delivery  to  the  facilities  of  Cone 
Mills  Corporation  (Cone  Mills)  located  in 
Cheraw  and  Carlisle,  South  Carolina,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  (^)en  to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  is  presently  au- 
th(Hized  to  transport  up  to  1,875  Mcf  of 
gas  per  day  on  an  interruptible  basis  for 
Ctme  Mills,  an  existing  industrial  cus¬ 
tomer  of  Public  Service  Company  of 
North  Carolina,  Inc.  (Public  Service)  and 
Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Company  (Pied¬ 
mont),  two  of  Petitioner’s  resale  cus¬ 
tomers  served  under  its  Rate  Schedule 
CD. 

Petitioner  also  states  that  the  trans¬ 
portation,  which  began  on  June  24,  1976, 
for  a  term  of  two  years,  takes  place  be¬ 
tween  Petitioner’s  Courtney-Happytown 
Meter  Station  in  Pointe  Coupee  Parish. 
Louisiana,  where  the  gas  is  delivered  to 
Petitioner,  and  existing  delivery  points 
to  Public  Service  and  Piedmont  where 
Petitioner  delivers  the  gas  for  ultimate 
use  in  several  Cone  Mills  facilities  in 
North  and  South  Carolina.  It  is  asserted 
that  Petitioner  collects  an  initial  charge 
of  22.0  cents  per  Mcf  for  all  quantities 
transported  and  delivered  to  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  or  Piedmont  for  C<me  Mills’  account, 
and  retains  3.8  percent  of  ttie  vc^umes 
received  for  transportation  to  Public 


Service  or  Piedmcmt  as  makeup  for  com¬ 
pressor  fuel  and  line  loss. 

Petitioner  prc^x^es  in  this  instant  pe¬ 
tition  to  amend  to  deliver  natural  gas  to 
two  additional  Cone  Mills  facilities  at 
Cheraw  and  Carlisle,  South  Carolina. 
Petitioner  states  that  these  additional 
facilities  would  be  served  from  the  same 
1,875  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  already 
authorized. 

Petitioner  proposes  to  deliver  up  to 
825  Mcf  per  day  on  a  peak  day  for  the 
Carlisle  plant  and  up  to  300  Mcf  per  day 
on  a  peak  day  for  the  Cheraw  plant,  as 
needed,  to  Carolina,  an  existing  customer 
of  Petitioner  under  its  Rate  Schedule 
CD-2,  at  existing  points  of  delivery.  It  Is 
stated  that  a  transportation  agreement 
would  be  entered  into  among  Petitioner, 
Carolina  and  Cone  Mills  covering  the 
proposed  realignment  of  existing  trans¬ 
portation  volumes. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  Cheraw  and  Car¬ 
lisle  plants  require  such  gas  for  Priority 
2  uses  to  offset  100  percent  curtailment 
by  Carolina. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
February  16,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  (3FR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  mr  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4263  Filed  2-7-77;2;53  pm] 


(Docket  No.  ER77-1001 

TUCSON  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing  of  Amendment  No.  1  to  1976-1978 
Energy  Sale  Agreement 

February  7,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Tucscm  Gas  &  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  (“Tucson”)  tendered  for 
filing  an  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  1976- 
1978  Energy  Sale  Agreement  between 
Tucson  and  Southern  California  Edison 
Company  (“Edison”).  CJopies  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  were  served  upon  Edison  on  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1976. 

The  primary  purpose  of  Amendment 
No.  1  is  to  increase  the  maximum  con¬ 
tract  amoimt  to  megawatt  hours  ot  en¬ 
ergy  available  to  Edison  under  the  terms 
of  the  Agreement  from  900,000  mega¬ 
watt  hours  to  1,200,000  megawatt  hours 
and  to  increase  the  amount  of  energy 
available  to  Edlscm  during  any  hour  fnxn 
110  megawatt  hours  to  125  megawatt 
hours.  This  change  will  have  no  effect 
upon  the  rate  in  the  schedule  as  origi¬ 


nally  filed  and  will  not  require  modifica¬ 
tion  of  facilities. 

A  c(H>y  of  this  transmittal  letter  and 
its  attachments  has  been  mailed  to  Edi¬ 
son  at  P.O.  Box  800,  Rosemead,  Califor¬ 
nia  91770. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  application  with  reference  to 
said  Amendment  No.  1  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  9§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10),  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  16,  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  pities  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  potion  to  intervene.  CX)pies 
of  this  Amendment  No.  1  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  insp>ection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-4258  Filed  2-7-77;2:63  pm] 


[Docket  Nos.  ER76-854  and  E2t77  84] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Permitting  Interventions 

February  3,  1977. 

By  order  issued  December  27,  1976,  we, 
inter  alia,  permitted  the  rate  schedule 
tendered  by  Boston  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  in  Docket  No.  ER77-84  to  be¬ 
come  effective  November  1,  1976,  subject 
to  refund.  Said  rate  schedule  was  for 
non-firm  transmission  service  for  the 
purchase  by  the  Town  of  Reading.  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  (Reading)  of  unit  power  from 
Edison’s  Pilgrim  nuclear  unit. 

On  December  20,  1976,  timely  petitions 
to  intervene  in  Docket  No.  ER77-84  were 
filed  by  Cambridge  Electric  Light  Com¬ 
pany  (Cambridge)  and  Reading.  In  each 
petition.  Petitioner  asserts  that  it  has 
an  Interest  in  the  proceeding  that  cannot 
adequately  be  represented  by  any  other 
party.  AdditlonsQly,  each  states  that  it 
may  be  bound  by  toe  Commission’s  ac¬ 
tion  In  toe  proceeding.  It  appears  that 
each  Petitioner  may  have  sufficient  inr 
terest  to  warrant  intervention  in  this 
proceeding  and,  therefore,  we  will  permit 
each  to  Intervene  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

In  addition  to  its  request  to  intervene, 
Reading  protested  Edison’s  filing  and  re¬ 
quested  toe  Cc«nmlssion  to  suspend  toe 
filing  for  one  day  and  permit  it  to  become 
effective  subject  to  refimd  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1976.  In  addition,  Reading’s  filing 
requested  the  Commission  to  consolidate 
for  hearing  Edison’s  filing  with  toe  pro¬ 
ceeding  In  Docket  No.  ER76-854.  OiU* 
order  of  December  27,  1976,  granted  all 
of  Reading’s  requests  (except  for  Inter¬ 
vention  which  Is  granted  by  this  order) . 
Accordingly,  no  further  Ccmunlsslon  ac¬ 
tion  Is  required  on  those  requests  by 
Reading. 
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The  Commission  finds.  Participation 
by  Cambridge  and  Reading  In  the 
Docket  No.  ER77-84  proceeding  may  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Cam¬ 
bridge  and  Reading  are  hereby  permit¬ 
ted  to  intervene  in  the  Docket  No.  ER77- 
84  proceeding  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  participation  of 
such  interveners  shall  be  limited  to  the 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  in¬ 
terests  specifically  set  forth  in  the  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervent;  and.  Provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  That  the  admission  of  such  inter¬ 
veners  shall  not  be  construed  as  recog¬ 
nition  by  the  Commission  that  they  or 
either  of  them  might  be  aggrieved  by 
any  orders  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Bj*  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb,  > 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4282  FUed  2-9-77:8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-1741 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  COMPANY 
OF  INDIANA,  INC. 

Notice  of  Tariff  Change 

February  2,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Commonwealth  Edi¬ 
son  Company  of  Indiana,  Inc.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Electric  Service 
Tariffs,  EPC  Nos.  7,  8,  and  9.  The  pro¬ 
posed  changes  would  Increase  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  and  services  by 
$2,798,046.00  based  on  the  12  month  pe¬ 
riod  ending  February  28, 1977. 

The  Cranpany  claims  that  the  pro- 
p>osed  changes  would  Increase  the  rate 
of  return  earned  by  Commonwealth  Edi¬ 
son  Company  of  Indiana,  Inc.  to  a  level 
more  nearly  reflecting  the  current  cost 
of  money. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Edison  of  Indiana’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  the  Illinois  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  and  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20246,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10). 
All  such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  14,  1977. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
msdie  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  apfdlcatlon  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
SecreUtry. 

[PR  Doc.77-4285  PUd  3-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP77-181 
EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Order  Granting  Petitions  To  Intervene 
February  2,  1977. 

On  November  30,  1976,  El  Paso  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso)  tendered 
for  filing  a  change  in  rates  for  its  inter¬ 
state  pipeline  system.  Public  notice  of 
this  submittal  was  issued  on  December 
8,  1976,  with  comments,  protests  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  21,  1976.  An  order  accepting  for 
filing  and  suspending  the  proposed  rate 
increase  was  issued  on  December  29. 
1976. 

Timely  petitions  to  intervene  were 
filed  by  Arizona  Public  Service  Company 
on  December  21,  1976;  Asarco,  Inc.  and 
Kennecott  Corporation  mi  December  20. 
1976;  the  People  of  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  the  Public  Utilities  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  State  of  California  on  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976;  Citizens  Utilities 

Company  on  December  9,  1976;  Navajo 
Ti'ibal  Utility  Authority  on  December  20, 
1976;  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  CMnpany 
of  December  2i,  1976;  Southern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Gas  Company  on  December  21, 
1976;  Southern  Union  Company  on  De¬ 
cember  21, 1976;  and  Tuscon  Gas  &  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  on  December  20,  1976.  Un¬ 
timely  petitions  to  intervene  were  filed 
by  the  California  Gas  Producers  Asso¬ 
ciation  on  December  27,  1976;  Salt  River 
Project  Agricultural  Improvement  and 
Power  District  on  December  23,  1976; 
San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Company  mi 
December  27,  1976;  and.  Southwest  Gas 
Corporation  on  December  23,  1976. 

Each  petitioning  party,  except  as 
noted  hereinafter,  states  that  It  pur¬ 
chases  natural  gas  directly  or  indirectly 
from  El  Paso.  All  parties  state  that  they 
have  direct  economic  or  legal  interests 
in  this  proceeding  which  will  not  be  rep¬ 
resented  adequately  by  any  other  party. 
California  in  its  Notice  of  Intervention 
requests  the  Commission  to  proceed  to 
resolution  of  the  special  overriding  roy- 
alities  issue  on  the  El  Paso  system  “with¬ 
out  further  delay.’’  The  California  Gas 
Producers  Association  “se^  interven¬ 
tion  in  this  proceeding  in  order  to  pro¬ 
tect  their  interest  as  competing  suppliers 
of  natural  gas  in  the  Calif Mmia  area." 

The  Commission  finds.  Good  cause 
exists  to  grant  Intervention  to  each 
party  listed  herein  because  each  has  m 
economic  or  legal  Interest  which  cannot 
be  represented  adequately  by  any  other 
party. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  All  the 
above -listed  petitions  to  intervene  are 
hereby  grant^  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  CMnmissiMi;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  Ihat  participaUon  of 
such  Intervenors  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  asserted  rights  and  inter¬ 
ests  as  sp>ecifically  set  forth  in  each  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene;  and  Provided,  further. 
That  the  admission  of  such  intervenor 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  CMnmission  that  it  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders  of 
the  Commission  entered  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 


(B)  The  interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or 
deferring  any  procedural  schedules 
heretofore  established  for  the  orderly 
and  expeditious  disposition  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  to  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4283  Filed  2-9-77; 8: 45  amj 


[Docket  No.  CP77-151] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  2, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  26,  1977, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas 
79978,  filed  in  Docket  No.  C3»77-151  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  delivery  by  Applicant  of  cer¬ 
tain  quantities  of  natural  gas  produced 
in  the  Northwest  Glazier  Field  supply 
area  of  the  Hugoton-Anadarko  Basin. 
Hemphill  County.  Texas,  to  Phillips  Pe¬ 
troleum  Company  (Phillips),  on  an  ex¬ 
change  basis,  all  as  more  fuUy  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  op>en  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  contracted 
to  purchase  from  Phllcon  Development 
,Cc«npany  (Phllcon)  certain  quantities 
of  casinghead  gas  not  to  exceed  2,000 
Mcf  per  day  attributable  to  Philcon’s  in¬ 
terest  in  production  from  the  Kelley  No. 
2  Well  located  in  the  Northwest  Glazier 
Field,  HemphlU  Coimty,  Texas.  It  is 
stated  that  Applicant  has  agreed  to  pay 
Phllcon  143  cents  per  Mcf  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  ending  December  31,  1976,  and  has 
agreed  to  pay  an  Increase  of  one  cent 
per  Mcf  each  quarter  commencing  on 
January  1,  1977,  and  on  the  first  days  of 
April,  July,  October  and  January  of 
every  year  thereafter. 

It  is  stated  that  pursuant  to  a  gas 
exchange  agreement  dated  November  15. 
1976,  between  Applicant  and  Phillips. 
Phillips  has  agreed  to  accept  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Applicant  such  quantities  of 
casinghead  gas  acquired  by  Applicant 
from  the  Northwest  Glazier  Field  and 
has  agreed  to  deliver  to  Applicant  at  its 
Dumas  Plant,  Moore  County,  Texas,  a 
quantity  of  gas  equal  to  90  percent  of 
the  volume  received  therefrom.  It  is 
further  stated  that  Phillips  would  retain 
10  percent  of  the  volumes  of  gas  ten- 
derkl  to  it  each  day  in  consideration  of 
the  transportation  service  provided. 
Such  service,  it  is  stated,  would  com¬ 
mence  on  the  date  of  first  delivery  and 
would  continue  for  a  period  of  10  years 
and  from  year  to  year  thereafter. 

It  is  asserted  that  Phillips  has  agreed 
to  construct,  own  and  operate  the  facili¬ 
ties  necessary  to  accMnpUsh  the  receipt 
of  Applicant’s  gas  into  Its  gathering  sys- 
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tern  at  mutually  agreeable  points  on 
Phillips’  gathering  system. 

Applicant  proposes  to  Include  the  ex¬ 
change  of  gas  from  any  additional  wells 
which  are  to  be  attached  to  Phillips’ 
gathering  system  as  they  become  avail¬ 
able.  from  Applicant's  area  of  interest 
in  Hemphill  County,  Texas. 

Applicant  also  states  that  it  requests 
the  above  described  exchange  of  gas  be 
accomplished  under  its  proposed  initial 
special  Rate  Schedule  X-38,  FPC  Gas 
Tariff  Revised  Volume  No.  2,  which  rate 
schedule  is  comprised  of  the  Gas  E!x- 
change  Agreement  dated  November  15, 
1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  (JPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
teiken  but  wiU  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  • 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal. Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
(Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  a  heating  will  be  held  with¬ 
out  further  notice  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  this  application  if  no  petition 
to  Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
moticm  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  miless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Xenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-4276  PUed  2-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  B176-130] 

ESTATE  OF  A.  O.  PHILL|i>S 

Notice  of  Amended  Petition  for  Special 
Relief 

February  3,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  21,  1977, 
that  Gruy  Management  Service  Co., 
2501  Cedar  Springs  Road,  Dallas,  Texas 
75201,  as  agent  for  that  Estate  of  A.  O. 
Phillips  filed  an  amended  petition  for 


special  relief  pursuant  to  §  2.76  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Policy  and  Inter¬ 
pretations  (18  CFR  §2.76).  Petitioner 
seeks  authorization  to  charge  107.86 
cents  per  Mcf  for  the  sale  of  gas  from 
the  Frederickson-Drlik  Unit,  Englehart 
Field,  Colorado  Covmty,  Texas  (Texas 
Gulf  Coast)  to  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation,  Box  2521,  Houston, 
Texas  77001.  In  Petitioner’s  original  May 
25, 1976,  petition  in  the  captioned  docket, 
it  requested  111  cents/Mcf  for  the  same 
gas  which  has  a  current  base  price  of 
68.90  cents/Mcf. 

Petitioner  bases  its  request  on  the  re¬ 
medial  work  performed  on  the  well  dur¬ 
ing  1975  and  1976.  As  a  result  of  the 
workover  the  previously  non -producing 
well.  Petitioner  estimates,  has  remaining 
recoverable  reserves  of  500  Mmcf  of  na¬ 
tural  gas  and  2,38L  Bbls  of  liquids. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  February 
25,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
C^ommission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  <?PR  1.8  or  1.10) .  AU  protests 
filed  wdth  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  In 
accordance  with  the  COTimissions’  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-4278  PUed  2-9-77; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-172] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Revised  Schedules  A  end 

B  to  Agreements  for  Purchase  of  Power 

February  3,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Oom- 
pany  (“Illinois  Power’’)  oa  January  27, 
1977  tendered  for  filing  proposed  revi¬ 
sions  of  Schedules  A  and  B  to  the  Agree¬ 
ments  for  Purchase  of  Power  (the 
“Agreement”)  dated  March  25,  1971,  by 
certain  electric  (^ooperatives  from  Illi¬ 
nois  Power. 

Illinois  Power  states  that  pursuant  to 
Section  1.01(5)  (b)  of  the  Agreements, 
Schedule  A  has  been  revised  to  include 
additional  points  of  delivery  at  which 
electric  energy  is  being  supplied  to  three 
(3)  electric  c(x>peratives  who  purchase 
power  froih  Illinois  P(Jwer,  All  service 
taken  at  said  delivery  points  will  be  im- 
der  the  rates  and  terms  of  the  agree¬ 
ments  on  file  with  the  Cwnmission. 

Illinois  Power  requests  the  Commission 
to  waive  the  prior  notice  requirements 
and  accept  the  filing  writh  retroactive 
effective  dates  on  the  dates  that  service 
(x>mmenced  at  the  various  delivery 
points. 

Illinois  Power  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  served  upon  Clinton 
County  EHectrlc  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Com 


Belt  Electric  (Cooperative,  Inc.,  and  Illi¬ 
nois  Valley  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc.  In 
addition,  the  revisions  to  Schedule  A  and 
B  to  the  Agreements  are  being  sent  to 
the  Illinois  Commerce  Commission, 
Springfield,  Illinois. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Powder  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  <18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  February  21, 
1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
sert'e  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc  77-4280  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  RI77-261 

J  &  J  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  ET  A’,.. 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Special  Relief 
January  31,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  17,  1977. 
J  &  J  Enterprises,  Inc.  (J&J)  P.O.  Box 
754,  Indiana,  Pennsylvania  15701.  Fair- 
man  Drilling  Company,  Box  228.  DuBois. 
Pennsylvania  15801  (Fairman),  and 
Castle  Gas  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
10396,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  15234 
(Castle) ,  which  shall  all  be  referred  to 
collectively  as  J  &  J,  et  al.,  filed  a  petition 
for  Special  Relief  pursuant  to  §  2.56a<g) 
and  §  2.76  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations,  and  §  154.107 
(e)  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  on 
behalf  of  themselves  and  other  similarly 
situated  small  producers  having  jurisdic¬ 
tional  sales  of  natural  gas  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  J  &  J,  et  al.  seek  special  relief 
from  the  area  rates  for  the  Appalachian 
Basin  Area  prescribed  in  Order  No.  411, 
as  amended,  to  collect  a  rate  of  55.02 
cents  per  Mcf  at  14.73  psia  for  pre- 
January  1,  1973,  sales  and  from  the  na¬ 
tional  rates  prescribed  by  Opinion  No. 
699-H,  as  amended,  and  Opinion  Nos. 
770  and  770-A  to  collect  a  rate  of  $177.99 
per  Mcf  at  14.73  psia  for  post-January 
1,  1973,  sales. 

J&J  and  Fairman  state  they  collec¬ 
tively  own  interests  in  or  operate  298 
w'ells  within  Pennsylvania  from  which 
they  make  jurisdictional  sales  to  Con¬ 
solidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation  (Con¬ 
solidated).  Castle  operates  49  wells 
within  Pennsylvania  from  which  it  makes 
jurisdictional  sales  to  Columbus  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia). 
J  &  J  et  al.  assert  that  Columbia,  has  ac¬ 
cepted  the  proposed  contract  rates  but 
that,  while  Ccmsolidated  has  not  so  ac¬ 
cepted  yet,  it  is  expected  to  do  so  supple- 
mentally. 

J  &  J,  et  al.  style  themselves  as  an  ad 
hoc  group  allied  in  order  to  present  a 
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reliable  and  representative  sample  of 
Pennsylvania  small  producer  production. 
J  &  J,  et  al.  state  their  belief  that  the 
filing  of  this  petition  will  encourage 
other  small  producers  in  Pennsylvania  to 
intervene  in  the  present  proceeding. 
J  &  J,  et  al.  assert  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  granting  of  the  rates  sought  will 
greatly  encourage  additional  supplies  of 
gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  February  18, 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Corn- 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20246,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10>.  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in.  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-4275  Filed  2-9-77:8  45  amj 


(Docket  No.  CP76-4921 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP.  AND 
NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  STORAGE  CORP. 

Order  Denying  Application  for  Rehearing 
and  Petition  for  Reconsideration  of  De¬ 
nial  of  Temporary  Authority,  Vacating 
Informal  Conference,  Scheduling  Formal 
Hearing,  and  Granting  Petitions  to 
Intervene 

February  1.  1977. 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Supply  Corporation)  and  National  Fuel 
Gas  Storage  Corporation  (Storage  Cor¬ 
poration)*  filed,  on  December  2.  1976, 
pursuant  to  Secticm  19(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (15  U.S.C.  717r(b)),  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  rehearing  of  the  November  2, 
1976  order  in  this  proceeding  insofar  as 
the  order  denied  Applicants’  request  for 
a  temporary  certificate  authorizing  im¬ 
mediate  construction  of  certain  facilities 
at  the  proposed  West  Independence  stor¬ 
age  field.  On  December  10, 1976,  denial  of 
the  request  for  temporary  authority  and 
a  request  for  temporary  authority  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  enlarged  com¬ 
pressor  station  at  the  East  Independence 
storage  field  and  an  early  conference  to 
discuss  procedures  to  obtain  final  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application  by  March  15, 
1977. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  below,  it  is 
in  the  public  Interest  to  deny  the  appll- 


^  Hereinafter  sometimes  referred  to  collec¬ 
tively  as  ~Applcants’*.  Applicants  are  botb 
affiliates  erf  National  Fuel  Oas  Company.  (Na¬ 
tional  Fuel),  a  registered  holding  company 
under  the  PubUc  UtlUty  Heading  Company 
Act  of  1936  (16  U&.G.  79.  et  seq.).  At  the 
{H-esent  time.  Storage  Corpmatlon  has  no 
outstanding  securities  or  debt.  Any  issued 
seenrltiss  or  debt  of  Storage  Corporation  will 
be  held  by  National  Fort  upon  approval  by 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 


cation  for  rrfiearing  and  tlie  petition  for 
reconsideratitm,  vacate  the  informal 
conference  schedule  for  February  8, 1977, 
schedule  a  formal  hearing,  and  grant 
all  petitions  to  int«vene. 

On  August  20,  1976  Applicants  filed, 
pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  and  (c>  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,’  an  application  for 
certificates  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction, 
acquisition,  and  operation  of  facilities, 
and  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  certain  facilities,  in  order  to 
develop  and  operate  underground  gas 
storage  and  related  facilities  in  Allegany 
County.  New  York,  and  adjoining  Potter 
County,  Pennsylvania.  Storage  Corpora¬ 
tion  proposes  to  develop  two  separate 
storage  fields,  and  acquire  an  existing 
field  from  Supply  Corporation,  in  order 
to  render  underground  gas  storage  ser\'- 
ice  to  nonafifiUated  customer  utilities  ’  in 
an  aggregate  amount  expected  to  reach 
22.000,000  Mcf  per  year  upon  completion 
of  construction  in  June  1979.  The  three 
storage  pools  are  the  East  Independence. 
West  Independence,  and  Beech  Hill 
pools,  located  in  Allegany  County,  New 
York.  The  fields  are  to  be  connected  by 
17.7  miles  of  new  pipeline  to  the  inter¬ 
state  transmission  facilities  of  Supply 
Corporation  near  Ellisburg  in  Potter 
County,  Pennsylvania.  The  total  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  development  over  a  three- 
year  period  for  the  three  fields  Is  $49,- 
618,051.  An  amendment  regarding  the 
Beech  Hill  facilities  was  filed  December 
23, 1976. 

The  subject  application  is  part  of  a 
larger  project  whereby  the  Storage  Cus¬ 
tomers  propose  to  divert  gas  from  low- 
priority  uses  to  storage  in  the  summer 
for  redelivery  in  the  winter  to  high- 
priority  customers.  However,  there  are 
no  applications  (even  pro  forma  appli¬ 
cations)  for  the  transportation  of  the 
gas  to  and  from  the  storage  facilities: 
there  are  no  filings  which  indicate  that 
the  Storage  Customers  will  have  suf¬ 
ficient  gas  supplies  to  Inject  into  storage 
during  the  siunmer  months;  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  problems  have  not  been  re¬ 
solved;  the  proposed  rate  level  and  rate 
form  have  not  been  demonstrated  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  or  required  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity^  particu¬ 
larly  as  to  the  proposed  rate  of  return 
and  depreciation  rate;  the  conditions.  If 
any,  to  be  Included- In  any  certificates 
authorizing  the  construetkm  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  proposed  facilities;  and  the 
feasibility,  suitability  and  adequacy  of 
the  proposed  financing.  Furthennoie. 
any  applications  for  the  tren^jortatlon 
of  the  subject  gas  volumes  may  present 
additional  Issues. 

If  the  proposed  projects  are  found  to 
be  required  by  the  i^lic  convenience 
and  necessity,  then  the  expansl(Hi  of  the 


•16UJ3.C.  717£  (b).  (c). 

*  Central  Hudson  Oas  &  Electric  Co.  (Cen¬ 
tral  Hudson) :  Delmarva  Power  &  Ll^t  Oun- 
pany  (Delmarva);  EUzabethtown  Oas  Ootn- 
pany  (EUzabetbtowm) ;  Lowrtl  Oas  Company 
(Lowell);  Qraags  and  Rockland  UtUltlea, 
Inc.  (Oranga  snd  Rockland);  and  X70I  Ocr- 
poratton  (UOI).  These  conipeiiiss  wlU  be 
referred  to  collectively  as  the  “Storage  Cus¬ 
tomers.” 


East  Independence  compressor  station 
will  be  necessary.  However,  absent  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  proposed  storage  projects, 
there  is  no  need  for  such  expansion. 
Therefore,  we  have  determined  that  a 
temporary  certificate  authorizing  these 
facilities  should  not  be  issued  at  this 
time. 

We  have  also  determined  that  tiie 
informal  conference  scheduled  for  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1977  should  be  vacated  and  a 
preheai-ing  conference  scheduled  for 
Wednesday,  February  9,  1977.  The  in¬ 
formal  conference  is  not  likely  to  resolve 
the  issues  presented  in  this  proceeding. 
Therefore,  a  preheai'ing  conference 
should  be  promptly  scheduled  in  order 
to  expedite  the  resolution  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

Notice  of  this  application  was  issued 
September  15,  1976  and  published  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1976  (41  FR  41470) .  Petitions 
to  intervene  were  filed  jointly  by  Howard 
Barney,  Clifford  J.  Nye  and  Hollis  Peck- 
ham  <  LandOwmers)  and  by  Lowell, 
Elizabethtown,  UGI,  Delmarva.  Orange 
&  Jlockland,  and  Central  Hudson.  A 
notice  of  intervention  was  filed  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State 
of  New  York  (New  York) ;  this  notice 
was  amended  to  state  that  New  York's 
request  for  a  hearing  concerned  the  need 
to  establish  a  separate  corporation  to 
conduct  the  storage  operatirais.  It  is  in 
the  public  interest  to  grant  these  re¬ 
quests  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Appli¬ 
cants’  December  2,  1976  Applicatkm  for 
Rehearing  and  December  10,  1976  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration  should  be 
dolled. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  a  public  hearing  be 
held  on  the  matters  involved  and  the 
issues  presoited  in  this  proceeding. 

(3)  Participation  in  this  pr(x;eeding 
by  all  petitioners  to  into^ene  in  this 
docket  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A>  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  Sections  7  and  15  thereof, 
the  Commission’s  Rides  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CF'Jt.  Part  1).  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFJl.  Chapter  L  Subchapter  E),  a 
prehearing  conference  shall  be  held  on 
February  9.  1977,  commencing  at  9:30 
ajn.  in  a  hearing  itxxn  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  Ncrfth  CTapitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  to 
discuss  procedural  issues  and  the  clarfi- 
flcatlon  of  issues. 

(B)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge,  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose  (See 
Delegation  of  Authority,  18  C.FJI.  3.5 
(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  prehearing 
conference  in  this  proceeding,  with  au¬ 
thority  to  establish  and  change  all  pro¬ 
cedural  dates,  and  to  rule  on  all  motlone 
(with  the  sole  exception  of  petitions  to 
Intervene,  motions  to  consolidate  and 
sever,  and  mottane  to  dismiss),  as  pro¬ 
vided  for  In  the  Rules  oi  Practice  uid 
Procedure. 

(C)  The  above-mentioned  Intervenors 
are  permitted  to  Intervene  in  the  Instant 
consolidated  proceeding  subject  to  the 
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rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  Provided,  however.  That  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  interrenors  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
interests  as  specifically  set  forth  In  the 
petitions  to  Intervene;  and  Provided, 
further.  That  the  admission  of  such  In- 
tervenors  shall  not  be  construed  as  rec¬ 
ognition  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
of  the  Commission  entered  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publicaticm  of  this  order  to  be  made  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secrete^. 

IPR  r)oc.77-4290  FUed  3-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP7e-313,  et  al.] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

ET  AL 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

February  1,  1977. 

On  January  25. 1977,  National  Fuel  Gas 
Sui^ly  CorpCH-atlon  and  Natlon&l  Fuel 
Gas  Distribution  Corporation  filed  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  extend  the  date  for  filing  their 
testimony  in  the  above-designated  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  motion  states  that  paitles 
to  the  proceeding  have  been  ccmtacted 
and  have  no  objection  to  the  extensl(m. 

Upon  cmislderatlon.  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  Is 
gristed  to  and  including  March  1,  1977, 
for  filing  testimony. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4a88  PUed  2-0-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-167J 

NATURAL  GAS  PtPEUNE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Notice  of  Certificate  Application 

February  2,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  28,  1977, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Applicant).  122  South  kflchl- 
gan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed 
In  Docket  Na  CP77-157  a  petition  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  1.7(c)  of  the  Cmnmls- 
slon’g  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.7(c))  fOT  a  declaratory  order 
that  Ai^cant  can  transport,  on  an 
emergency  basis,  under  the  contempla¬ 
tion  of  S^tlon  157.22  of  the  Regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFTt 
157.22)  up  to  30,000  barrels  per  day  of 
ethane  which  has  been  purchased  by 
certain  of  Its  customers  at  a  location 
near  Applicant’s  pipeline,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  In  the  petition  which  Is 
to  be  construed  as  an  iqipllcatlon  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Secti(m  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  T^ilch  ,1s  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  op^  to  public  Inspection. 

It  Is  stated  that  certain  of  Applicant’s 
customerE  have  an  opportunity  to  pur¬ 
chase  ettiane  from  Mobil  on  Corpora¬ 


tion,  Amoco  Oil  Corporation,  and  possi¬ 
bly  others.  It  is  further  stated  that  the 
customers  have  requested  Applicant  to 
transport  the  ethane,  commingled  with 
natural  gas  from  a  delivery  jxjint  In 
Liberty  County,  Texas,  to  existing  petots 
of  delivery  to  the  customers.  Applicant 
estimates  that  approximately  4,500  feet 
of  6-lnch  pipeline  would  be  required  for 
transportation  of  ethane  to  its  trans¬ 
mission  pipeline. 

Applicant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
transport  up  to  approximately  30,000 
barrels,  equivalent  to  approximately  90 
billion  Btu’s  of  ethane  per  day  to  the 
following  customers  in  the  following 
proportions: 

Percent 


Illinois  Power  Company _  3. 90d 

Interstate  Power  Company _  1.472 

Laclede  Gas  Company  ‘ _  2.  247 

North  Shore  Gtes  Company _  4.  600 

Northern  lUlnois  Qas  Company _  40. 834 

Ncx^thern  Indiana  Public  Ser\'lce 

Company _  15.  686 

The  Peoples  Oas  Light  ft  Coke 
Company  _  31.455 


1  Indirect  customer  ol  Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  It  would  rede¬ 
liver  the  thermal  equivalent  of  the  ethane 
to  participating  customers  at  existing 
delivery  points,  less  5  percent  for  fuel, 
and  would  charge  30  cents  per  Mcf  for 
transportation.  It  Is  stated  that  revenues 
collected  would  be  credited  back  to  all 
customers  In  relation  to  their  contract 
demand,  and  would  be  refiected  for  par¬ 
ticipating  customers  In  the  bill  for  trans¬ 
portation.  It  Is  further  stated  It  would 
be  refiected  on  the  next  gas  bill  for  non- 
participants.  after  the  revenues  are  re¬ 
ceived.  It  Is  asserted  that  participating 
customers  would  reimburse  Appllcsmt  for 
any  expenses  Incurred  by  It  In  construct¬ 
ing  and  operating  or  causing  others  to 
construct  and  operate,  facilities  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  ethane. 

Applicant  proposes  to  trsmsport  the 
ethane  on  an  emergency  basis  in  response 
to  requests  from  Its  customers,  which 
are  experiencing  the  severest  winter  of 
the  century. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  CTommlsslon,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Interv^e  or  a  pro¬ 
test  In  accordance  with  Uie  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  lA  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  It  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  win  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  In  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene  In  accordarxse 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4284  FUed  2-0-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-158] 

NATURAL  GAS  PiPEUNE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Notice  of  Certificate  Application 

February  2, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  28.  1977, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  Amer¬ 
ica  (Applicanti,  122  South  Michigan 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed  In 
Docket  No.  (rP77-158  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  k  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  a  edmbined  ethane-propane 
stream  (approximately  75  percent 
ethane-25  percent  propane)  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  60  days  for  an  existing 
customer.  The  Peoples  Gas  Light  &  Coke 
Company  (Peoples) .  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection.' 

Applicant  states  that  it  Is  advised  by 
Pe(H>Ies  that  due  to  operating  problems. 
Peoples  Is  In  danger  of  losing  deliveries 
from  Its  Manlove  storage  field  of  up  to 
approximately  500,000  Mcf  per  day 
thereby  endangering  Peoples’  ability  to 
maintain  pressures  In  Its  distribution 
system  and  Its  ability  to  render  service 
to  Priority  1  customers  tn  the  City  of 
Chicago.  It  Is  further  stated  that  Peoples 
Is  taking  all  necessary  steps  to  reduce 
service  to  all  large  Priority  2  industrial 
customers  to  plant  protection  levels,  and 
that  the  ethane-propane  supply  Is  essen¬ 
tial  to  help  Peoples  maintain  ability  to 
meet  peak  day  demands  on  Its  system. 

It  Is  asserted  that  the  ethane-propane 
supply  is  being  purchased  by  Pe^les 
from  Mid-America  Pipeline  Company 
(Mid-America)  at  a  price  of  approxi¬ 
mately  15.5  cents  per  gallon  for  the 
ethane  portion  of  the  stream,  with  the 
propane  to  be  r^iald  tn  kind.  Applicant 
states  that  the  combined  stream  would 
be  delivered  Into  Applicant’s  system  In 
Beaver  County.  Oklahoma,  and  would 
be  transpcHied  and  reddtvered  by  Api^- 
cant  at  existing  delivery  points  to 
Peoples. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  14.  1977,  file  with  ^e  Federal  Power 
Commissiem,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  Intervene  or  a  iHutest  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
C(Hnmisslon’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CTFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  CTommlsslcoi  will  be  cmisldered  by  It 
tn  determining  the  appnnirlate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 


>  Tb«  subject  filing  was  an  emergency  re¬ 
quest  for  an  Interpretation  of  1 167.22  of  ttia 
(Commission  *8  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Oas  Act  (18  cm  167E2)  that  AppUaaXk  mag 
undertake  tbe  proposed  transportation  aarv^ 
Ice.  However,  the  filing  shaU  be  construed  m 
an  appUcatlon  for  a  certlflcata  under  Bs^ 
tlon  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act. 
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Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc .77-4287  Filed  2-9-77; 8; 45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP73-2191 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Notice  of  Tariff  Sheet  Filing 

January  31,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  17,  1977, 
Natm-al  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  tendered  for  filing  initial  Rate 
Schedule  X-76,  consisting  of  Original 
Sheet  Nos,  784  through  794,  Second  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  426,  and  First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  429,  to  be  a  part  of  its  FE*C 
Gas  Tariff,  Second  Revised  Volume  No. 
2.  An  effective  date  of  October  22,  1976 
was  requested  under  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations. 

Natural  stated  that  the  filing  was  made 
in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  a 
temporary  certificate  authorization  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Commission  on  October  22, 

1976,  to  transport  additional  voliunes  of 
gas  for  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(United)  and  Trunkline  Gas  Company 
(Trunkline)  as  proposed  In  its  petition 
to  amend  filed  on  July  19,  1976,  in  Doc¬ 
ket  No.  CP73-219.  By  its  “Notice  of  Com¬ 
mencement  of  Service’’  filed  January  5, 

1977,  Natural  notified  the  Commission 
that  transportation  of  the  additional 
volumes  of  gas  commenced  as  of  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1976. 

Any  persons  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fedmd 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Ciq>ltol 
Street,  NJI^  Washington.  D.C.,  20426,  In 
accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro- 
cedme  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  mi  or 
before  February  18, 1977.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-4277  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  BP76-52,  et  al.] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Certification  of  Motions 

February  1,  1977. 

On  January  27,  1977,  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Isaac  D.  Baikin 
certified  to  the  Conunlssion  for  dlsposi- 
tt(«  several  motions  made  by  Mlimesota 
Gas  Company  orally  upon  the  reccnd 
diulng  the  January  26, 1977,  hearing  ses¬ 


sion.  ’These  motions  pertain  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  January  19,  1977, 
which  required  a  separate  hearing  and 
accelerated  decision  mi  whether  a  fixed 
base  period  should  be  establl^ed  for  the 
administration  of  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company’s  curtailment  plan. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  time  to 
file  comments  to  these  motions  shall  be 
filed  by  February  14, 1977. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(  FR  Doc.77-4271  Piled  2-9-77; 8; 45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP75-84I 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas 
Tariff 

February  3,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Southern),  on  January  25, 
1977,  tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  its  FE^  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  consisting  of  the  ftdlowlng: 

Twenty-Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  4A,  effective 
February  1,  1977. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  40C.1,  effective  No¬ 
vember  28,  1976. 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  46A,  effective  De¬ 
cember  1,  1976. 

First  Revised  Sheet  No.  46B,  effective  De¬ 
cember  1,  1976. 

Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  45E,  effective  De¬ 
cember  1,  1976. 

’These  revisions  are  filed  In  compliance 
with  Ordering  Paragraph  (C)  of  the 
Commission’s  Order  Approving  Rate  Set¬ 
tlement,  issued  January  11,  1977  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-84.  The  above  de¬ 
scribed  tariff  ;tiieets  refiect  new  Base 
Tariff  Rates  and  modification  of  Section 
9.6,  Demand  CTharge  Chredlts  and  Sur¬ 
charge  Adjustments,  and  Section  17, 
Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  Clause,  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of  South¬ 
ern’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.  These  changes  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Articles  n,  Vn  and  Vm  of 
the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  approved 
by  the  Commission’s  January  11,  1977 
order. 

Copies  of  the  filing  are  being  served 
upon  the  company’s  Jurisdictional  cus- 
t^ers  and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  at  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E..  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  18,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  In  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervrae.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doo.77-4284  Piled  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP77-381 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  AND 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Amendment  to  Application 
January  31,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  14,  1977, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) ,  Ten- 
neco  Building,  Houston,  Texas  77002,  and 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Supply),  308  Seneca  Street,  Oil  City, 
Pennsylvania  16301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-38  an  amendment  to  their  appli¬ 
cation  filed  in  said  docket  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  by 
which  amendment  Tennessee  deletes  the 
request  for  permission  for  and  approval 
to  abandon  the  Sherman  Sales  Meter 
Station  (Sherman)  delivery  point,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Chautaugua  County,  New  York, 
and  deletes  its  request  for  authorization 
to  terminate  deliveries  to  supply  at  Sher¬ 
man,  all  as  more  fiUly  set  forth  in  the 
amendment  on  file  wito  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  insfiection. 

In  the  initial  application.  Applicants 
requested  authoHzation  for  a  limited 
term  transportation  service  for  National 
F\iel  Gas  Distribution  Corporation  (Dis¬ 
tribution)  ,  with  a  request  that  such  au¬ 
thorization  automatically  terminate  on 
November  1, 1981.  In  addition.  Tennessee 
requested,  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  o'" 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  permission  for  and 
approval  to  abandon  its  existing  Sher¬ 
man  Sales  Meter  Station  and  to  termi¬ 
nate  the  deliveries  of  natural  gas  to  Sup¬ 
ply  at  said  point.  Tennessee  stated  that 
Supply  had  requested  such  abandonment 
since  the  customers  presently  served  by 
Distribution  by  means  of  gas  purchased 
by  Supply  from  Tennessee  at  Sherman 
and  delivered  by  Supply  to  Distributiou 
can  be  supplied  by  Distribution  from  gas 
produced  in  western  New  York  and  sold 
to  Distribution  by  other  parties. 

By  its  amendment,  Tennessee  proposc^^ 
to  delete  its  request  for  abandonment  of 
Sherman  and  to  delete  its  request  for  au¬ 
thorization  to  terminate  deliveries  to 
Supply  at  Sherman.  The  instant  amend¬ 
ment  states  that  to  serve  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Town  of  Sherman,  New 
York,  would  require  construction  by  Dis¬ 
tribution  of  a  0.3  mile  lateral  from  the 
point  where  the  volumes  of  local  pro¬ 
duction  purchased  by  Distribution  would 
be  delivered  to  Tennessee,  north  to  the 
vicinity  of  Sherman.  It  is  further  stated 
that  construction  of  such  lateral  would 
be  so  much  more  costly  and  would  in¬ 
volve  so  much  more  local  regulatory  de¬ 
lays  than  w'as  originally  anticipated  that 
such  plan  to  serve  the  Sherman,  New 
York,  area  is  no  longer  feasible.  Hence. 
Supply  states  that  it  desires  Tennessee 
to  continue  to  make  deliveries  to  it  at 
Sherman  so  that  such  deliveries  can  con¬ 
tinue  to  be -used  to  serve  the  require¬ 
ments  in  the  vicinity  of  Sherman,  New 
York. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  amendment  should  (m  or  bef<H‘e 
February  18,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro- 
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test  In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulations  \mder  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  157.10).  All  protests  filed 

with  the  (Tommisslon  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  particli^te 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
wdth  the  Commission’s  Rules.  Persons 
who  have  heretofore  filed  petitions  to 
intervene,  notices  of  intervention,  or  pro¬ 
tests  need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[P®  Doc.77-4274  PUed  2-9-77;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP77-144] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP.  AND 
CONSOU  DATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Joint  Application 

February  3,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  25,  1977, 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporaticm 
(Texas  Gas),  P.O.  Box  1160,  Owensboro, 
Kentucky  42301,  and  Consolidated  Gas 
Supply  Corporation  (Ocmsolldated) ,  445 
West  Main  Street,  Clarksburg,  West 
Virginia  26301,  filed  In  Docket  No.  CPTl- 
144  a  Joint  appllcatl<m  for  a  certificate 
public  convenience  and  necessity  and 
request  for  temporary  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  for  ex¬ 
change  of  natural  gas,  all  as  vaore  fully 
set  forth  in  the  appllcati<Hi  which  Is  <m 
file  with  the  Commission  and  <^)en  to 
public  InspectlcHi. 

Under  ^e  prc^xisal  therein,  Texas  Gas 
and  Consolidated  seek  authorization  to 
exchange  volxunes  of  natural  gas  at  two 
paints  of  d^very  hi  accordance  with  an 
agreement  betweai  th^,  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1976.  Texas  Gas  will  deliver 
volumes  of  natural  gas  to  Consolidated 
at  a  valve  on  the  Inlet  side  of  Consoli¬ 
dated’s  meter  located  on  the  Vermilion 
Block  256  “E”  Platform,  Offshore  Louisi¬ 
ana.  C^onsolidated  will  redeliver  volumes 
of  natural  gas  to  Texas  Gas  at  a  valve 
located  on  the  Inlet  side  cl  Texas  Gas’s 
meter  located  on  the  Eugene  Island 
Block  309  “G”  Platform,  Offshore  Lou¬ 
isiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  on  or  before  February  25, 
1977,  should  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  825  N<m^  Capitol  Street, 
NJ:.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  a  protest  In  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  Practice  and  Procediire 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests’  filed 
with  the  Commission  wdll  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  vrishlng  to  becc«ne 
a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  pcurUcipate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must 


file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice,  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  the  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  C(xn- 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  owm  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  Is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  r^resented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[ra  Doc.77-4281  PUed  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Na  0-11138] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP.  AND 
SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

February  2, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  14,  1977. 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas) ,  3800  Frederica  Street. 
Owensboro,  Kentucky  42301,  and  South¬ 
ern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Southern) 
P.O.  Box  2563,  Birmingham.  Alabama 
35202,  filed  In  Docket  Na  0-11138  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Oas  Act  on  December  27.  1956 
(16  FPC  1393) .  In  the  imtant  docket  so 
as  to  authorize  the  establishment  of 
three  addttlonal  points  of  delivery  be¬ 
tween  Texas  Oas  and  Southeni,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  In  the  petition  to 
amend  vriiich  Is  on  file  with  the  CTommis- 
slon  and  open  to  pul^  Inspection. 

It  Is  stated  that  on  December  27,  1956, 
the  (Commission  authorized  the  exchange 
of  natural  gas  at  two  permanent  points 
of  delivery  pursuant  to  an  exchange 
agreement  between  Texas  Gas  and 
Southern  dated  September  5.  1966. 

Pursuant  to  an  amended  ex(diange 
agreement  dated  Decembm*  1,  1976,  Tex¬ 
as  Oas  and  Southern  propose  to  add 
three  additional  points  of  delivery  as 
follows: 

(1)  At  Southern’s  existing  m^er  sta- 
tkm  located  in  East  Bayou  PostilUon 
Field,  Section  36.  Township  12  Sou^ 
Range  11  Eiast,  Iberia  Parish.  T/witeliwa.. 

(2)  At  a  meter  station  to  be  con¬ 
structed  by  ’Texas  Oas  at  the  Intenec- 
tlon  of  Southern’s  16-tDch  plpdtaie  and 
Texas  Gas’  8-lnch  pipeline  In  Seotkm  12, 
Township  12  South,  Range  10  East. 
Iberia  Parish,  Louisiana. 

(3)  By  dispatching  arrangement  with 
the  Texaco-Henry  CSasoUne  Plant  in  Ver¬ 
milion  Parish.  Louisiana,  where  Texas 
Oas  has  facilities  and  where  Texaco  can 


deliver  gas  to  Texas  Gas  for  the  account 
of  Southern. 

It  Is  stated  that  Texas  Oas  has  omi- 
tracted  to  purchase  volumes  of  natural 
gas  from  Union  Oil  Company  of  Califor¬ 
nia  (Union)  which  would  come  from  the 
Blast  Bayou  Postillion  B7eld.  Iberia  Par¬ 
ish.  Louisiana,  where  Texas  Gas  has  no 
facilities  but  where  Southern  is  presently 
purchasing  gas  from  (Chevron  Oil  (Com¬ 
pany.  It  is  stated  further  that  the  first 
two  proposed  exchange  points  would  al¬ 
low  Texas  Gas  to  deliver  to  Southern  the 
volumes  purchased  from  Union,  while 
simultaneously  allpwing  Southern  to 
deliver  equivalent  volumes  to  Texas  Gas. 
It  is  asserted  that  the  third  exchange 
point  described  above  is  proposed  to  al¬ 
low  either  Texas  Gas  or  Southern  to  as¬ 
sist  the  other  party  in  its  system  opera¬ 
tions. 

It  is  stated  that  Texas  Gas  would  be 
required  to  install  a  dual  6-inch  nm 
meter  station  side  valve  and  related 
equipment  between  its  Bkist  Bayou  Pig¬ 
eon-Gulf  8-lnch  pipeline  and  an  exist¬ 
ing  6-lnch  valve  connected  to  Southern’s 
16-lnch  pipeline,  Iberia  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  at  am  estimated  cost  of  $178,000. 
Southern,  It  Is  stated,  would  require  no 
new  facilities.  It  is  further  stated  that 
the  proposed  facilities  would  be  operated 
by  Texas  Gas. 

Applicants  state  that  the  amended  gas 
exchange  agreement  would  permit  them 
to  make  deliveries  to  each  other  when 
such  deliveries  can  assist  the  other  in 
fulfilling  Its  system  obligation,  and  would 
permit  added  flexibility  of  operation.  It 
Is  further  stated  that  such  agreement 
would  enable  Texas  Gas  to  receive  its 
gas  from  Uhlon  without  having  to  con¬ 
struct  facilities  in  the  Bkist  Bayou  Postil¬ 
lion  Feld,  hence  saving  Texas  Gas  ap¬ 
proximately  $193,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
Feteuary  23,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure  (18  CTFR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  cm  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  (Mmmlsslon  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  It  In  determining  the  i^ro- 
prlate  action  to  be  taken  but  win  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
bec<Hne  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  sis  a  pcu^  In  smy  hesuing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 
In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4277  PUed  2-8-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP78-941] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  UNE 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

FSbbuaxt  2, 1977. 

Take  XMtloe  fibat  on  Jaxmary  27. 1971U 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  line  Carpo~ 
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ration  (Petitioner) ,  P.O.  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton.  Texas  77001,  filed  In  Docket  Na 
CP76-241  a  petition  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  of  May  24,  1976  (55  IPC 
_ ),  issued  in  the  imtant  docket  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  <3as 
Act  so  as  to  authorize  the  delivery  of 
certain  volumes  of  natural  gas  to  Nat¬ 
ural  Oas  Pipeline  Company  of  America 
(Natural)  for  ultimate  delivery  to  Na¬ 
bisco  Inc’s.  (Nabisco),  Chicago,  Illinois, 
facility,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  up  to  1,125  Mcf 
of  gas  per  day  on  an  Interruptible  basis 
for  Nabisco,  an  existing  industrial  cus¬ 
tomer  of  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas 
Company  (PSE&G)  and  the  City  of  Rich¬ 
mond  (City),  which  Is  a  customer  of 
Commonwealth  Natural  Gas  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Commonwealth).  It  is  further 
stated  that  PSE&G  and  Commonwealth 
are  resale  customers  of  Petitioner  served 
under  Petitioner’s  CD  Rate  Schedules. 

Petitioner  states  that  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  which  began  on  June  24,  1976,  for 
a  term  of  two  years,  takes  place  between 
Petitioner’s  Courtney  Happytown  Meter 
Station  in  P(rinte  Coupee  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  where  the  gas  is  delivered  to  Peti¬ 
tioner,  and  existing  delivery  points  to 
PSE&G  and  Commonwealth  where  Peti¬ 
tioner  delivers  the  gas  for  ultimate  use 
In  two  Nabisco  facilities  In  Falrlawn, 
New  Jersey  and  Richmond,  Virginia.  It 
is  asserted  that  Petitioner  collects  an  ini¬ 
tial  charge  of  22.0  cents  per  Mcf  for  all 
quantities  delivered  and  retains  3.8  per¬ 
cent  of  the  volumes  received  for  trans¬ 
portation  to  Commonwealth  and  4.4 
percent  of  the  volumes  received  for 
transportation  to  PSE&G  as  makeup  for 
compressor  fuel  and  line  loss. , 

Petitioner  proposes  in  this  Instant  pe- 
tltlcm  to  amend  to  provide  for  the  deliv¬ 
ery  of  certain  Nabisco  volumes  to  Natu¬ 
ral  for  ultimate  delivery  to  an  additional 
Nabisco  facility  at  Chicago,  Illinois.  It 
Is  stated  that  Nabisco’s  Chicago  bakery 
Is  being  curtailed  by  Peoples  Gas  Light 
&  Coke  Company  (Peoples),  an  existing 
custCHner  of  Natural.  It  Is  asserted  that 
Nabisco’s  (Chicago  bakery  requires  up  to 
2.072  Mcf  of  gas  on  a  peak  day  for  Pri¬ 
ority  2  uses,  but  445  Mcf  per  day  is  being 
curtailed  by  Peoples.  Petitioner  states 
that  It  would  deliver  gas  as  needed,  dur¬ 
ing  the  remaining  term  of  the  author¬ 
ization,  to  Nabisco’s  CTilcago  plant  from 
the  same  1,125  Mcf  per  day  presently 
authorized  through  existing  points  of  in¬ 
terconnection  with  Natural. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
February  14,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accmxiance  with  file  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFll  U  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulaficms  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  wUl  be  consldoed. 
by  It  tax  determining  the  ai^roprlate  ac¬ 


tion  to  be  tidEen  but  win  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro- 
cee<tang.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  partlctpate 
as  a  party  tax  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene  tax  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc  77-4289  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-136I 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  31,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  21,  1977, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston,  Texas 
77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77-136  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  by  sale  certain  sec¬ 
tions  of  its  pipeline  in  Jefferson  and  Or¬ 
leans  Parishes,  Louisiana,  to  Louisiana 
Gas  Service  Company  (Louisiana  Gas), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  aiH>li- 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  and  sell 
146  feet  of  8-lnch  pipeline  and  534  feet 
of  4-inch  pipeline,  including  all  rights- 
of-way  and  easements,  downstream  of 
Applicant’s  Metairie  Town  Border  Sta¬ 
tion  located  in  Orleans  Parish,  Louisiana. 
Applicant  states  that  these  pipelines  have 
been  used  to  provide  service  to  residai- 
tial  customers  of  Louisiana  Gas,  and  as 
such,  they  function  as  a  part  of  Louisiana 
Gas’  distribution  system  and  should  be 
owned  by  Louisiana  Gas. 

Ai^licant  also  proposes  to  abandcai 
and  sell  its  4-inch  W^wego  line  in  Jef¬ 
ferson  Parish,  Louisiana,  which  line  con¬ 
sists  of  approxlmatehr  1.3  miles  of  4-inch 
pipeline  which  was  formerly  utilized  to 
connect  productlcm  In  fixe  Westwego 
Field  to  Appllcsints’  system  In  the  New 
Orleans  area.  Applicant  states  that  the 
line  Is  no  longer  required  by  It,  and  Loui¬ 
siana  Gas  has  agreed  to  purchase  the 
line  fm*  use  as  a  part  of  its  ssrstem  in  the 
New  Orleans  area. 

It  is  stated  that  Louisiana  Oas  would 
pay  Applicant  $8,300  for  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  F^ru- 
ary  22,  1977,  file  wltix  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washlngtcm,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requii^nents  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commlsslcm  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  pctrtlcipate  as  a  party 
In  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  In  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  tax  ■abject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred  iq>o>x  fixe 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  Sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  wUl  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary., 

|FR  Doc.77-4273  FUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP77-139;  CP77-1381 

UNITED  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  AND 
SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

January  31,  1977. 

On  January  29,  1977,  Pennzoil  Produc¬ 
ing  Company,  et  al.,  filed  a  request  for 
an  extension  of  time  to  comply  with 
ordering  paragraph  (D)  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issu^  January  27,  1977,  in 
the  above-designated  proceeding.  The 
moticxi  states  that  Unlt^  and  Southern 
support  the  requested  extension. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is  grant¬ 
ed  to  and  including  February  4,  1977,  to 
comply  with  ordering  paragraph  (D) . 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.77-4270  Piled  2-5-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  II>-1605] 

RICHARD  M.  ¥nLSON 
Notice  of  Application 

February  3, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  <hx  January  21,  1976, 
Richard  M.  Wilson,  Senior  Vice  President 
of  Atlantic  City  Electric  Company,  filed 
a  supplemental  application  pursuant  to 
Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
to  hold  the  following  Interlocking  posi¬ 
tions: 


Positions 

Name  of 
oorporatioa 

Classifleatloa 

Director  >  and 

Atlantic  City 

PubDo  otflity; 

senior  rioe 

Eleotiie  Ca 

nreeddent* 
Director  *  and  rica 

Deepwater 

Do. 

praaidenL' 

OpantincCa.’ 

■  To  be  elected  to  tUi  poaltiaB  <a  Afir.  tl,  HTti 
>  Positions  proTiooslx  eothorised. 
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Atlantic  City  Electric  Company  (At¬ 
lantic)  la  In  business  of  generating, 
transmitting  and  distributing  electric  en¬ 
ergy  throughout  the  southern  part  of 
New  Jersey.  De^iwater  Operating  Com¬ 
pany  Is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Atlantic,  engaged  In  the  (H?eratlon  of 
electric  generating  stations  in  Deepwater 
and  Olbbstown,  New  Jersey. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  im>test  with  reference  to  this  ap¬ 
plication  should,  on  or  before  March  1. 
1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Cmn- 
mlssicxi.  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commlssi<m*s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  C?FR  1.8  or  1.10).  AH  protests 
filed  with  the  Ccmunlsslmi  will  be  c(m- 
sldered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  Intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules.  Itie 
application  is  on  file  with  the  Commlssicm 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  PLxniB, 
Secretary. 

IFR  DOC.T7-4279  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  K77-10J 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

AND  PACIFIC  LIGHTING  SERVICE  CO. 

Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977; 

Emergency  Order 

Coliunbla  <3as  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Columbia)  has  entered  into  an  oral 
agreement  with  Pacific  lighting  Service 
Cmnpany  (Pacific)  for  the  sale  of  an  av¬ 
erage  of  60,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
ddlvered  on  a  best  efforts  basis  for  the 
period  during  which  section  6  of  Pub.  L. 
95-3  Is  In  effect.  During  the  period  In 
which  Ccdumbla  receives  gas,  it  will  incur 
an  obligation  of  37.5  cents  per  MMBtu 
for  general  storage  to  Pacific,  In  further 
paym^t  thereof,  Columbia  <m  an  Mcf- 
per-Mcf  bctsis  will  deliver  during  the 
summer  months  to  Pacific  a  thermally 
equivalent  volume  of  gas.  Columbia  re¬ 
quests  authorization  to  make  the  piir- 
diase.  The  pr(HX>sed  terms  cff  the  sale 
are  identical  to  the  terms  of  a  similar 
transaction  between  Pacific  Lighting  and 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  that  Is 
subject  to  temporary  certificates  Issued 
the  Federal  Power  Ccxnmission  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP74-289  and  CP75-360.  The 
terms  are  hereby  fotmd  to  be  fair  and 
equitable  rmder  the  Emergency  Natural 
Gas  Act  of  1977. 

Columbia  advises  that  a  series  of  ar¬ 
rangements  have  been  made  to  trans¬ 
port  such  gas  to  Columbia  in  Southern 
Louisiana.  Inltiafiy,  Pacific  will  make  the 
subject  gas  available  throiigh  Trans- 
westem  Pipeline  Company  to  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso)  \dilch 
WO!  deliver  said  gas  at  the  Waha  Field. 
Texas,  to  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corpora- 
tioi’s  (Delhi)  Pecos  Gas  Gathering  Sys¬ 
tem.  Delhi  win  driver  said  volume  to 
LoVaca  Gas  Gathering  C?ompany’s  (Lo- 
Vaca)  36-lnch  West  Texas  Pipeline.  (Lo¬ 


Vaca  wiU  deliver  an  equivalent  volume 
to  Delhi’s  Blessing-Victoria  System  and 
Delhi  wUl  ddlver  gas  for  the  account  of 
Cc^umbia  to  United  Gas  Pipe  line  Com¬ 
pany  (United)  In  Victoria  County.  Texas, 
for  delivery  in  Southern  Louisiana  to  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gulf  Transmission  Company,  an 
afOliate  oH  Columbia.  The  transportatloi 
charge  for  delivery  ot  the  gas  sold  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  agreement  between  Pacific 
and  f!rtiiitnhia  and  for  which  authoriza¬ 
tion  is  sought  herein  wlU  be  as  foUows: 
United  win  charge  20.5  cents  per  Mcf  and 
LoVaca  and  Delhi  wUl  have  a  combined 
charge  in  the  range  of  approximatdy  35 
to  40  cents  per  Mcf,  aU  subject  to  addi¬ 
tional  fud  charges,  if  applicable,  and 
the  mutual  agreement  of  the  parties.  If 
the  transportatloi  network  herein  pro¬ 
posed  and  authorized  becomes  Inadequate 
at  any  time  during  this  transportation, 
the  parties  are  hereby  authorized  to 
make  shifts  and  notify  the  Administrator 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Pursuant  to  delegated  authority  of  the 
President,  Executive  Order  No.  11969, 
dated  February  2.  1977,  I  have  deter¬ 
mined  that  Columbia’s  request  to  obtain 
an  average  of  60,000  Mcf  per  day  from 
Pacific  and  the  transportation  arrange¬ 
ments  agreed  to  in  connection  therewith 
should  be  ordered.  Accordingly,  such  ac¬ 
quisition  is  authorized  and  the  trans¬ 
portation  is  hereby  ordered  pursuant  to 
section  6  of  Pub.  L.  95-2. 

LoVaca  and  Delhi  have  agreed  to 
transport  this  £ras  and  advised  that  the 
deliveries  can  be  accomplished  through 
existing  Intrastate  pipeline  facilities, 
‘^us,  there  Is  no  reason  to  require  the 
construction  and  operation  of  faculties 
as  permitted  under  section  6(c)  (1)  of  the 
Act. 

Columbia  is  ordered  to  make  a  weekly 
report  pursuant  to  Section  12  ol  Pub.  L. 
95-2,  commencing  on  February  14.  1977. 
The  report  shall  set  forth  the  costs  and 
volumes  of  natural  gas  delivered,  trans¬ 
ported  or  contracted  for  pursuant  to  this 
order  and  the  transportation  costs  (in¬ 
cluding  fuel  or  shrinkage)  Incurred  in 
transporting  those  volumes. 

Data  frcxn  the  files  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  ^ow  that  crmtractual 
provisions  between  LoVaca  and  Delhi 
and  their  producers  prohibit  the  sale  of 
natural  gas  in  Interstate  cmnmerce  and 
ccxnmlngllng  of  LoVaca’s  and  Delhi’s 
g^eral  system  gas  supply  with  gas  mov¬ 
ing  in  Interstate  commerce.  ’Tbe  physical 
movement  of  gas  for  which  Columbia 
seeks  i4>proval  wlB  result  in  some  com¬ 
mingling  of  Interstate  natural  gas  with 
LoVaca’s  and  Delhi’s  normal  ssrstem  gas 
supply. 

The  contractual  provisions  referred  to 
above  fall  within  the  terms  ct  section  9 
of  Pub.  L.  95-2.  That  secticm  provides 
that  such  terms  are  not  mforceable  by 
reason  of  the  transportation  natural 
gas  volumes  pursuant  to  an  authorization 
granted  pursuant  to  secti<m  6(a) .  There¬ 
fore.  LoVaca’s  and  Delhi’s  producers  mt^ 
not  terminate  existing  cmitracts  with 
LoVaca  and  Delhi,  and  LoVaca  and  Delhi 
shaU  refer  to  the  Administrator  afi  rele¬ 
vant  information  relating  to  any  such 
attempt  t(x  such  action  as  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  finds  appropriate. 


According  to  the  official  files  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  LoVaca  and 
Delhi  are  not  classified  as  natural  gas 
cmnpanies  within  the  meaning  of  the  Na¬ 
tural  Gas  Act.  Section  6(c)  (2)  of  Pub.  L. 
95-2  provides: 

CompUance  by  any  pipeline  with  any  order 
under  this  subsection  shall  not  sfubject  such 
plpeUne  to  regulatk»i  under  the  Natural  Oas 
Act  or  to  regulation  as  a  common  carrier 
under  any  provision  of  State  law. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  Colum¬ 
bia,  Pacific,  Transwestem  Plpc^e  Com- 
pany,  El  Paso,  Delhi,  LoVaca,  United  and 
Coliunbia  Gulf  Transmission  Cmnpany. 

This  order  and  the  authorization 
herein  granted  are  subject  to  the  con¬ 
tinuing  authority  of  the  Administrator 
under  Pub.  L.  95-2  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  which  may  be  issued  there- 
imder. 

Dated:  February  6,  1977. 

Richard  L.  Dunham, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-4393  PUed  9-8-77:12:30  pmj 


LOVACA  GAS  GATHERING  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Emergency  Natural  (Sas  Act  of  1977; 

Supplemental  Emergency  Authorization 

This  authorization  suiH>lements  an 
order  issued  today  in  this  matter. 

Counsel  fcH*  LoVaca  Gas  Gathering 
(LoVaca)  has  advised  that  in  addition  to 
LoVaca’s  transixirtation  of  emergency 
gas  for  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipeline 
CcHnpany  (Transco) ,  it  is  also  necessary 
to  use  the  facilities  of  South  Texas  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Gathering  Company  (South 
Texas)  to  move  such  gas  supplies  from 
LoVaca  to  Transco.  The  emergency  order 
issued  February  3,  1977  to  which  this 
order  is  a  sut^lement,  auUi<»rized  and 
directed  LoVaca  to  move  such  gas  fm* 
’Transco.  The  Intent  of  that  order  was 
that  the  gas  be  d^vered  to  Transco. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  representation 
by  LoVaca  that  it  is  necessary  to  use  the 
faciUties  of  South  Texas  to  effect  such 
movement,  the  aforementitmed  order  is 
hereby  supplemented  to  authorize  tbe  use 
of  South  Texas’  facilities  to  transport 
such  gas  for  delivery  to  Transco. 

Counsel  for  Texas  Utilities  Fuel  C(Hn- 
pany  and  Counsti  for  LoVaca  have  ad¬ 
vised  that  LoVaca’s  transportation  of 
these  sui^lies  may  result  in  the  cixnmin- 
gling  of  interstate  natural  gas  with  gas 
owned  by  other  companies,  as  wen  as  gas 
owned  by  LoVaca.  Depending  upon  the 
physical  c^ration  of  LoVaca’s  system, 
gas  to  be  deUvered  to  Transco  may  be 
c(Hnmlngled  with  gas  owned  by  Texas 
UtiUties  Fuel  Ccxnpany  and  Texas  Elec¬ 
tric  Service  Ccxnpany.  I  have  been  ad¬ 
vised  that  these  companies  have  con¬ 
tracts  simfiar  to  LoVaca’s  ccmtracts 
which  prohibit  the  commingling  of  their 
gas  with  gas  fiowing  in  interstate  cmn- 
merce.  In  the  course  of  such  transporta¬ 
tion.  fitxn  point  of  (xlgin  to  destinatimi. 
there  may  be  commingled  with  gas  to  be 
deUvered  to  Transco,  vcdumes  of  gas 
owned  by  parties  other  than  LoVaca. 
This  (Mrder  shafi  be  cmiskteved  as  api^ 
ing  to  an  such  commingled  gas  and  under 
the  provislcms  of  Pub.  L.  95-2  the  pro- 
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ducers  of  such  gas  which  Is  so  commin¬ 
gled,  may  not  terminate  existing  con¬ 
tracts  with  such  other  parties,  nor  shall 
such  other  parties  thereby  becwne  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  Natural  Gas  Act  or  to  regula¬ 
tion  as  a  common  carrier  imder  any 
provision  of  state  law.  These  contractual 
termination  or  prohibition  conditions  are 
r.ofc  enforceable  by  reason  of  section  9 
of  Pub.  L.  95-2  since  LoVaca  is  trans- 
ijorting  gas  for  Transco  pursuant  to  an 
autliorization  granted  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6 'a)  thereof. 

It  should  also  be  noted,  on  Februai-y  3, 
Transco  filed  a  certification  statement  in 
response  to  the  aforementioned  order. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon 
Transco,  LoVaca,  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation,  South  Texas,  Texas  Utilities 
Fuel  Company  and  Texas  Electric  Serv¬ 
ice  Company.  It  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

This  authorization  is  subject  to  the 
continuing  authc»hty  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor  under  Pub.  L.  95-2  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  which  may  be  issued  there¬ 
under. 

Richard  L.  Dunham, 

Administrator. 

February  3,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-43©4  PUed  2-8-77;  12:39  pm] 


[Docket  No.  E77-11 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO.  AND  EL 
PASO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977; 

Emergency  Order 

Soutliem  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern)  has  filed  an  emergency  peti¬ 
tion  requesting  authorlzatkm  to  purchase 
natural  gas  frean  El  Paso  Electric  CMn- 
pany.  The  £;as  is  divided  into  two  cate¬ 
gories  by  Southern.  Categwr  I  gas  is  said 
to  be  smplus  to  El  Paso  Electric  and  will 
be  sold  at  $2.10  cents  per  Mcf  for  the 
first  30  days  and  $2.12  tor  the  second 
sixty  days.  Category  I  gas  is  being  sold 
below  the  permissible  Celling  Price 
established  by  Order  No.  2.  No  prior  au¬ 
thorization  is  required  but  will  be  given 
as  requested. 

Cat^ory  n  gas  would  be  priced  at 
$3.25  to  $330.  This  gas  would  be  made 
available  by  El  Paso  Electric  switching 
to  an  alternate  fuel  by  reducing  the  out¬ 
put  of  a  gas-fired  plant  in  Texas  and  in¬ 
creasing  the  electrical  output  of  an  <rfl- 
fired  plant  in  New  Mexico.  Southern 
states  that  the  conversion  would  result 
in  Increased  costs  by  El  Paso  ot  three 
types: 

(1)  The  switching  to  the  less  efficient  oil- 
llred  plants  would  result  in  thermal  rtBciency 
losses  of  10%  to  16%. 

(2)  New  Mexico  Imposes  a  generating  tax. 

(3)  The  oO-llred 'plant  has  higher  operat¬ 
ing  and  maintenance  expenses. 

El  Paso  Electric  proposes  to  compute 
the  precise  impact  of  these  factors  after 
commencement  of  the  transaction  and 
to  establish  the  price  within  the  range  of 
$3.25  to  $3.50  per  Mcf. 

The  proposed  transactioa  is  within 
the  scope  ot  the  Order  No.  2  In  that  it 
inve^es  conversion  to  alteniate  fads. 


(Zirder  No.  2  authorizes  the  addition  of  a 
seven  percent  factor  that  was  Intended 
to  compensate  sellers  for  increased 
eratlng  and  maintenance  costs  and  de¬ 
creased  thermal  efBclency.  Under  that 
standard,  the  authorized  price  would  be 
$2.90  per  Mcf.  I  find  also  that  the  buyer 
is  authorized  to  compensate  the  sell«:  for 
increased  taxes  resulting  from  the  con¬ 
version.  Therefore,  I  authorize  tlie  sale 
of  Category  II  gas  at  $2.90  per  Mcf  plus 
increased  generatiim  taxes. 

If,  after  (^lerational  experience,  El 
Paso  Electric  verifies  by  affidavit  costs  in 
excess  of  the  rates  permitted  herein,  an 
application  for  a  prospective  rate  in¬ 
crease  w'ould  be  considered  at  that  time. 

Southern  further  requests  that  Lo- 
Vaca  Pipeline  Company  be  authorized 
and  ordered  to  transport  the  natural  gas 
through  its  intrastate  facilities.  LoVaca 
is  hereby  ordered  pursuant  to  Section  6 
(a)  of  Public  Law  95-2  to  transpOTt  for 
Southern  up  to  45,000  Mcf  per  day  from 
the  Knight  Gas  Treating  Rant  in  Reeves 
County,  Texas,  to  a  mutually  agreeable 
point.  If  the  parties  are  nnaUe  to  agree 
upon  the  amount  of  ccHnp>ensatlon  for  the 
transportation  service,  a  rate  shall  be 
established  after  hearing  subsequent  to 
the  rendition  of  service. 

Data  from  the  files  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commissiem  show  that  contractual 
provisions  between  LoVaca  and  its  pro¬ 
ducers  prohibit  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  craimerce  and  commingling 
of  LoVaca’s  griieral  system  g&s  supply 
with  gas  moving  in  Interstate  commerce. 
The  irfiyslcal  movement  ot  gas  few  vdilch 
Transco  sedis  approval  will  result  in 
s(xne  commingling  of  Interstate  natural 
gas  with  LoVaca’s  normal  ssrstem  gras 
supply. 

The  contractual  provisions  referred  to 
above  fall  within  the  terms  of  section  9 
of  Pub.  L.  95-2.  That  section  provides 
that  such  terms  are  not  enforceable  by 
reason  of  the  transportation  of  natural 
gas  volumes  pursuant  to  an  authoriza¬ 
tion  granted  pursuant  to  section  8(a). 
Therefore,  LoVaca’s  producers  may  not 
terminate  existing  contracts  with  Lo¬ 
Vaca,  and  LoVaca  shall  refer  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  an  relevant  Information  re¬ 
lating  to  any  such  attempt  for  such 
action  as  the  Administrator  finds 
appropriate. 

According  to  the  official  files  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  LoVaca  Is 
not  classified  as  a  natural  gas  c  mpany 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act.  Section  6(c)(2)  of  Pub.  L.  95-2 
provides: 

Compliance  by  any  pipeline  with  any  order 
under  this  subsection  shaU  not  subject  such 
plpeUne  to  regulation  under  the  Natural  Qas 
Act  or  to  regulation  as  a  common  carrier 
under  any  provision  of  State  law. 

Southern  is  ordered  to  make  a  weekly 
report  pursuant  to  section  12  of  Public 
Law  95-2,  commencing  on  February  14. 
1977.  The  report  shall  set  forth  the  costs 
and  volumes  of  natural  gas  delivered, 
transported  or  contracted  for  pursuant 
to  this  order  and  the  transportation  costs 
(including  fuel  or  ^irlnkage)  incurred 
hi  transporting  those  volumes. 


This  order  shall  be  served  on  Southern, 
El  Paso  Electric  and  LoVaca.  It  shall  be 
published  in  the  Fedkbal  RzGisrsa. 

This  order  and  the  authorization 
herein  g;ranted  is  subject  to  the  con¬ 
tinuing  authority  of  the  Administrator 
under  Pub.  L.  95-2,  orders,  rules  and 
regulations  heretofore  or  hereafter 
issued. 

Richard  L.  Dunham. 

Administrator. 

February  4, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-4395  Filed  2-8- 77;  12: 39  pm! 


[Docket  No.  E77-51  ^ 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO.  AND 

PAOFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  OF  CALI 

FORNIA 

Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977; 

Emergency  Order 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern)  has  filed  a  petition  request¬ 
ing  the  Administrator  to  authorize  a 
transaction  by  which  Southern  would 
currently  receive  from  Pacific  Gas  & 
Electric  of  California  approximately 
100,000  Mcf  per  day  of  natural  gas  for 
a  period  of  thirty  days.  In  exchange  for 
the  delivery.  Southern  has  agreed  to  re¬ 
turn  to  PG&E  during  the  following  sum¬ 
mer  one  and  one-half  times  the  volume.s 
received  by  Southern.  Southern  states 
that  the  return  of  50  percent  more  vo’- 
umes  that  were  received  is  intended  to 
compensate  PG&E  for  costs  of  stora^:?. 
plus  any  transportation  costs  incurred 
by  PG&K  Southern  further  states  that 
its  system  average  cost  of  natural  ga.o 
Is  65  cents  p^  Mcf  and  that  payback 
would  equate  to  a  cost  of  only  98  cent 
per  Mcf. 

I  find  that  the  transaction  should  not 
be  authorized  as  requested.  The  require¬ 
ment  that  the  purchaser  pay  back  in¬ 
creased  volumes  at  a  later  time  would 
not  serve  the  public  interest.  Therefore. 
I  find  that  the  transaction  could  be  au¬ 
thorized  only  under  the  terms  at  a  one- 
for-cme  payback.  In  addition,  the  pur¬ 
chaser  w'ould  be  authorized  to  compen¬ 
sate  the  seller  by  payment  in  money  of 
reasonable  charges  for  storage  or  trans¬ 
portation  service  rendered  by  the  seller. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  South¬ 
ern  and  PGAE.  It  shall  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

This  order  and  the  authorization 
herein  granted  is  subject  to  the  continu¬ 
ing  authority  of  the  Administrator  under 
Pub.  L.  95-2  and  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  issued  thereunder. 

Richard  L.  Dunham. 

Administrator. 

FEBRU.4RY  4, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.  77-4396  FUed  2-8-77;  12  39  pml 


[Docket  No.  0177-240] 

VICTORY  PETROLEUM  CO. 
Application 

nxEVASY  8,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  24.  1977. 
Victory  Petroleum  Company  (Applicant) , 
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P.O.  Box  36666,  Houston,  Texas,  77036, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  0177-240  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  limited-term  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  deUvery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  to  Texas  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Texas  Gas)  from  certain 
leases  in  the  Minden  Prospect,  Webster 
Parish,  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  commenced 
the  sale  of  natural  gas  to  Texas  Gas  on 
January  12,  1977  within  the  contempla¬ 
tion  of  §  157.29  of  the  Regulations  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.29). 
Applicant  and  Texas  Gas  have  entered 
into  a  contr^t  dated  October  11,  1976, 
for  a  three-year  limited-term  sale.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  informed  that  Texas  Gas  has 
been  granted  the  requisite  authority  to 
construct  the  facilities  necessary  to  take 
deliveries  of  gas  from  Applicant. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  Interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10  dai^ 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
Intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desir¬ 
ing  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest 
with  reference  to  said  application  should 
on  or  before  February  16,  1977,  file  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10) . 

AQ  protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  act^  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
to  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-4397  FUed  2-6-77;  12:39  pm] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

COUNTRY  BANK  SHARES  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

February  4,  1977. 

Country  Bank  Shares  Corporation, 
Janesville,  Wisconsin,  has  iqiplied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
UB.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  72.8  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  State 
Bank  of  Argyle,  Argyle,  Wisconsin.  TTie 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section  3 
(c)  of  the  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(c) ). 

The  aivlicatlon  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 


Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
appUcation  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  March  4,  1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Februarj-  4,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood. 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.77-4298  Filed  2-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


EQUIMARK  CORP. 

Order  Granting  Determination  Under  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act 

Equimark  Corporation,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  (“Equimark”),  which  has 
transferred  all  of  its  stockholdings,  in 
Lombard- Wall  Incorporated  (“Lom¬ 
bard”),  dealer  in  short-term  instru¬ 
ments  and  federal  government  securities, 
to  H-K  Enterprises,  Inc.,  New  York,  New 
York  (“H-K”),  has  requested  a  deter¬ 
mination,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  2(g)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1956  (12  U.S.C.  1841(g) 
(3))  (“the  Act”),  that  Equimark  is  not 
in  fact  capable  of  controlling  H-K,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  a  portion  of 
the  purchase  price  was  paid  by  H-K  in 
the  form  of  a  note,  said  note  being  se¬ 
cured  by  a  pledge  of  19.9  per  cent  of  the 
shares  sold. 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  2(g)  (3) 
of  the  Act,  shares  transferred  after  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1966,  by  any  bank  holding  com- 
pany  to  a  transferee  that  is  Indebted  to 
the  transferor  or  has  one  or  more  officers, 
directors,  trustees,  or  beneficiaries  in 
common  with  or  subject  to  control  by  the 
transferor,  are  deemed  to  be  Indirectly 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  transferor 
unless  the  Board,  after  opportunity  for 
hearing,  determines  that  the  transferor 
is  not  in  fact  capable  of  controlling  the 
transferee. 

Notice  of  an  opportunity  for  hearing 
with  respect  to  Equimark’s  request  for  a 
determination  under  section  2(g)(3)  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  29,  1976  (41  FR  31618).  The  time 
provided  for  requesting  a  hearing  expired 
on  August  23,  1976.  No  such  request  has 
been  received  by  the  Board,  nor  has  any 
evidence  been  received  to  show  that  Equi¬ 
mark  is  in  fact  capable  of  controlling 
H-K. 

The  aggregate  amount  of  debt  owed 
by  H-K  to  Equimark  does  not  constitute 
a  significant  portion  of  the  debt  or  assets 
of  H-K  or  Lombard,  and  the  number 
of  shares  pledged  is  less  than  20  percent. 
H-K  is  a  closely-held  corporation  which 
was  formed  for  the  purpose  of  purchas¬ 
ing  Lombard,  and  none  of  its  share¬ 
holders  are  related  to  Equimark.  There 
are  no  common  directors  or  officers  be¬ 
tween  Equimark  and  H-K,  and  there  are 
only  minimal  transactions  between  Equi¬ 
mark  and  Lombard,  conducted  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  business.  It  appears 
that  the  sale  of  LcHnbard  was  negotiated 
^t  arm’s  length.  The  terms  of  the  Pledge 
Agreement  give  Equimark  no  right  to 
vote,  transfer  or  sell  the  shares  of  Lran- 
bard  during  th  term  of  the  indebtedness 


unless  H-K  should  default  on  the  in¬ 
debtedness.  Equimark’s  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors  adc^ted  a  resolution  to  the  effect 
that  Equimark  does  not,  and  will  not  at¬ 
tempt  to,  exercise  a  controlling  infiuence 
over  H-K  and  that  Equimark  will  imme¬ 
diately  notify  the  Board  should  it  exer¬ 
cise  its  right  to  vote,  transfer  or  sell  the 
shares  of  Lombard  in  the  event  of  a  de¬ 
fault.  The  boards  of  directors  of  H-K 
and  Lombard  have  adopted  resolutions 
to  the  effect  that  they  are  not  and  will 
not  be  controlled  by  Equimark.  H-K’s 
principal  shareholder  has  made  an  affi¬ 
davit  that  he  is  not  subject  to  Equi- 
mai'k’s  control. 

Based  on  these  and  other  facts  of  rec¬ 
ord,  it  is  hereby  determined  that  Equi¬ 
mark  is  not  in  fact  capable  of  control¬ 
ling  H-K. 

Accordingly  it  is  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Equimark  for  a  determination 
pursuant  to  section  2(g)  (3)  be  and  here¬ 
by  is  granted.  Any  material  change  in  the 
facts  or  circumstances  relied  upon  in 
making  this  determination  or  any  mate¬ 
rial  breach  of  any  of  the  commitments 
upon  which  the  decision  is  based  could 
result  in  reconsideration  of  the  determi¬ 
nation  made  herein. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
acting  through  its  General  Coim.sel.  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority  (12  CFR 
265.2(b)(1)),  effective  February  4,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc .77-4299  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  ami 


GREAT  SOUTHWEST  BAN  CORP.,  INC. 

Order  Denying  Formation  of  Bank  Holding 
Company 

Great  Southwest  Ban  Corp..  Inc., 
Dodge  City,  Kansas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Ctompany  Act  (12 
UJS.C.  1842(a)  (1) )  of  formation  of  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
'Bank  of  the  Southwest,  Dodge  City, 
Kansas  (“Bank”) .  Applicant  has  also  ap¬ 
plied,  pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (8)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4 

(b) (2)  of  the  Board’s  regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.4(b)  (2) ) ,  for  permission  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  engage  on  Bank’s  premises  in 
the  sale  of  credit  life,  accident,  and 
health  insurance.  The  activities  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  engage  in  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking  (12  CFR  225.4(a)(9) 
(ii) ). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  sections  3  and 
4  of  the  Act.  (41  FR  52530  (1976) ) .  The 
time  for  filing  comments  and  views  has 
expired,  and  the  Board  has  considered 
the  application  and  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 

(c)  ),  and  the  considerations  specified  in 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c) (8)). 

Applicant,  a  Kansas  corporation,  was 
incorporated  in  early  1975  at  which  time 
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Its  shareholders  purchased  the  majority 
interest  In  Bank.  In  March  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant  purchased  from  Bank’s  former 
principal  shareholder  100  percent  of  the 
stock  of  two  corporations,  Wes  Kan  In¬ 
surance  Limited,  which  was  engaged  in 
the  sale  of  credit-related  insurance  on 
Bank’s  premises,  and  First  Management, 
Inc.,  which  owned  and  leased  to  Bank 
certain  bank  facilities.*  Applicant  caused 
both  corporations  to  be  liquidated,  as¬ 
sumed  their  liabilities,  and  acquired 
their  assets. 

Bank  ($10.9  million  in  deposits)  ranks 
228th  in  size  among  616  banks  in  the 
State  and  holds  0.12  percent  of  total  de¬ 
posits  in  Kansas.'  Bank  is  the  third 
largest  of  seven  banks  operating  in  the 
relevant  banking  market*  and  controls 
10.25  percent  of  total  market  deposits. 
Applicant  currently  controls  no  banks. 
One  of  Applicant’s  principals  is  also 
principal  shareholder  of  a  bank  holding 
company  that  controls  Hanston  State 
Bank,  Hanston,  Kansas,  which  does  not 
compete  in  the  relevant  market  area 
served  by  Bank.'  Inasmuch  as  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  appears  to  be  primar¬ 
ily  a  change  to  corporate  ownership,  it  is 
imllkely  that  the  proposal  would  have  a 
significant  effect  on  competition. 

’The  Board  has  indicated  on  previous 
occasions  that  a  holding  company 
should  constitute  a  source  of  financial 
and  managerial  strength  to  its  subsidi¬ 
ary  bank(s),  and  that  the  Board  will 
closely  examine  the  conditicm  of  the  ap- 
pUcant  in  each  case  with  this  considera¬ 
tion  in  mind.  While  the  Board  considers 
the  managerial  resources  of  Applicant 
and  Bank  to  be  generally  satisfactory, 
the  Board  notes  that  Applicant  will  in¬ 
cur  a  sizable  amount  of  debt '  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  acquisition  of  shares  of 
Bank.  Applicant  proposes  to  repay  that 
debt  over  an  eleven-year  period  through 
dividends  on  Bank  stock,  insurance  com¬ 
missions,  and  rental  income  from  Bank. 
Although  Bank,  which  commenced  busi¬ 
ness  on  May  22,  1972,  has  never  paid 
cash  dividends,  its  asset  growth  has  out¬ 
paced  the  growth  of  its  capital  account.* 
Payment  by  Bank  of  dividends  sufflci^t 
to  enable  Applicant  to  service  its  debt 
would  decrease  the  amount  of  Bank’s 
capital  that  would  otherwise  be  available 
to  support  its  operations.  Under  the  In¬ 
stant  proposal,  it  does  not  appear  that 
an  adequate  level  of  coital  would  be 


^tJndw  sec.  4(c)  (1)  (A)  of  Uie  Act,  ^pU- 
cant's  contintted  ownership  of  the  bank  tm- 
cUltles  would  be  exempt  from  the  prohlM- 
tloDB  of  sec.  4  were  Applicant  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company. 

*AU  banking  data  are  as  of  December  SI, 
1976. 

•  The  relevant  banking  market  Is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  Ford  County.  Kansas, 

•  Hanston  State  Bank  Is  located  In  Hodge¬ 
man  County,  ZUmsas,  outside  the  Ford 
County  market  areau 

•  In  addition  to  this  d^t.  the  proposal 
contemplates  Applicant’s  Issuance  of  a  dass 
of  eumulatlTe  iweferred  stock  that  may  be 
soqMcted  to  constitute  an  additional  tndlreet 
drain  on  Bank’s  capltaL 

'The  need  for  Bank's  capital  accounts  to 
support  Bsak^  rspld  deposit  growth  Is 
hsi^tened  by  Bank’s  high  ratio  of  loans  to 
hsposlts. 


maintained  throughout  the  debt  retire¬ 
ment  period. 

Applicant’s  projections  of  Bank’s 
asset  growth  and  earnings  over  the  debt 
retirement  period,  on  their  face,  suggest 
that  Bank’s  capital  structure  will  not  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  dividend  pay¬ 
out  requirement  over  the  debt  retire¬ 
ment  period.  Should  Bank’s  a.ssets  grow 
faster  than  Applicant  projects  or  if 
Bank’s  earnings  fail  to  meet  the  levels 
projected  by  Applicant,  dividend  payouts 
necessary  to  service  Applicant’s  debt 
would  decrease  Bank’s  capital  to 
amounts  below  acceptable  levels.  In  such 
event.  Applicant’s  ability  to  serve  as  a 
source  of  financial  strength  to  Bank 
would  be  in  serious  doubt.  Accordingly, 
the  reliability  of  Applicant’s  projections 
of  Bank's  asset  and  earnings  growth, 
which  bear  directly  on  Bank’s  future 
capital  needs,  is  of  considerable  im¬ 
portance. 

The  financial  projections  submitted  by 
Applicant  are  not  substantiated  by 
Bank’s  growth  and  earnings  record.  In 
view  of  Bank’s  brief  operating  history 
since  1972,  it  is  difficult  to  project  Bank’s 
rate  of  growth  and  earnings  on  the  basis 
of  its  past  record.  The  Board  notes,  how¬ 
ever,  that  Bank  is  located  in  an  expand¬ 
ing  suburban  area,  and  its  rapid  growth 
to  date  and  its  small  size  relative  to  the 
two  competing  banks  in  Dodge  City  sug¬ 
gest  that  Bank’s  growth  rate  is  likely  to 
remain  high  for  the  next  several  years.' 
While  Bank’s  earnings  improved  in  the 
first  half  of  1976,  it  does  not  appear,  in 
the  absence  of  a  proven  past  record  of 
earnings,  that  Applicant’s  projections  of 
Bank’s  earnings  can  be  realized.  ’This  is 
particularly  true  for  the  later  years  of 
the  debt  retirement  period,  during  which 
more  than  75  per  cent  of  the  acquisition 
debt  is  to  be  retired.  In  conclusion,  the 
proposal  would  not  provide  Applicant 
the  necessary  financial  flexibility  to  serv¬ 
ice  its  debt  while  maintaining  adequate 
capital  In  Bank,  and  thoefore  Appli¬ 
cant’s  and  Brink’s  flnanclal  resources 
and  future  prospects  weigh  against  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

No  significant  changes  in  Bank’s  op¬ 
erations  or  in  the  services  offerMl  to 
customers  of  Bank  are  anticipated  to 
fcdlow  from  consummatlm  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition.  Consequently,  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  factors  lend  no 
weight  toward  approval 

On  the  basis  of  the  circumstances  con- 
coming  the  applicaUcm  to  bec(»ne  a  bank 
holding  crunpany,  the  Board  concludes 
that  the  banking  conslderaticms  Involved 
In  this  proposal  present  adverse  factors 


*  The  deposit  size  of  aU  banks  in  ths 
County  increciaed  at  an  average  annual  rate 
of  15  per  cent  In  the  years  1970  through  1975. 
During  this  period  the  two  other  bfuiks  op¬ 
erating  In  Dodge  City  (depoMts  of  541.9  mU- 
llon  and  934.0  million  at  year-end  1976). 
both  of  which  are  oldw,  established  banks, 
grew  at  annual  average  rates  oC  14  per  cent 
and  10  per  cent,  respectively.  AppUcaat 
projects  that  which  has  grown  since 

It  commenced  operations  In  1973  to  Its  cur¬ 
rent  size  of  more  than  910  million  In  de¬ 
posits,  will  experience  only  a  10  per  cent  an¬ 
nual  growth  rate  during  the  debt  servicing 
period. 


beaa'ing  upon  the  financial  resources  and 
future  prospects  of  both  Applicant  and 
Bank.  Such  adverse  factors  are  not  out¬ 
weighed  by  any  procompetltive  effects, 
the  managerial  resources  of  Applicant  or 
Bank,  or  benefits  that  better  satisfy  the 
convenience  and  needs  of  the  community 
to  be  served.  Accordingly,  it  is  the 
Board’s  judgment  that  approval  of  the 
application  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  would  not  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  that  the  appUcation  should  be 
denied. 

On  the  basis  of  the  facts  of  record,  tlie 
application  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  is  denied  for  the  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above.* 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Oovernors.’ 
effective  February  4,  1977. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.77-4300  Piled  a-9-77;8:46  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Education 
of  Disadvantaged  Children 

NOTICE  OF  MEETINGS 
Amendment 

This  notice  is  an  amendment  to  the 
January  4,  1977  notice  of  the  meetings 
of  the  NACEOC,  which  listed  all  planned 
meeting  dates  ot  the  NACEDC  for  the 
entire  year. 

The  meetings  scheduled  for  February 
25-26  has  been  postponed  to  March  4-5. 
1977.  ’This  two-day  meeting  will  be  held 
in  Los  Angeles,  California  on  Friday. 
March  4  from  9:00  ajn.-5:00  pm.,  and 
on  Saturday,  March  5  from  9:00  am.- 
4:00  p.m.  for  OMincil  to  review  the  final 
draft  oi  their  1977  Annual  Report.  (The 
meeting  place  will  be  announced  at  a 
lat^  date.) 

Also,  the  March  11  Editing  Committee 
meeting  has  been  rescheduled  to 
March  18  fr<xn  9:00  am.-4:00  pm.  In 
Washington.  D.C.  The  Committee  will 
edit  the  1977  Final  Draft. 

The  Natlmial  Advisory  Council  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children  is 
established  under  Section  148  of  the  Ele¬ 
mentary  and  Secondary  Ad  (20  US.C. 
2411)  to  advise  the  President  and  the 
(Jongress  on  the  effectiveness  of  com¬ 
pensatory  educatkm  to  improve  the  edu¬ 
cational  attainment  of  disadvantaged 
children. 

AH  meetings  of  the  CouncH  are  open 
to  the  public.  Because  of  limited  space. 
aU  persons  wishing  to  attend  should  caH 
for  reservations  by  February  24,  1977  at 
Area  Code  202/  382-6945. 

Records  shaU  be  kept  aU  Council 
proceedings'  and  shaU  be  available  for 
pubUc  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 


*  In  view  of  the  Board’s  action  with  respect 
to  the  iq>pUcatloa  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company,  conslderattoa  oC  .l^ipUcanfs  appli¬ 
cation  to  retain  Insurance  sales  actlvltlee  be- 
cotnes  moot. 

•Voting  for  this  aettoa:  Wie  Chairman 
Gardner  and  Govemon  WalUch,  Jacksoo. 
Partee,  and  Lilly.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Burns  and  Governor  Coldwell. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  28 — THURSDAY,  FESRUARY  10,  1977 


NOTICES 


^31 


National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Educa¬ 
tion  of  Disadvantaged  Children,  located 
at  425  Thirteenth  Street  NW.,  Suite  1012, 
Washington,  D.C.  20004. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  on  Febru¬ 
ary  7,  1977. 

ROBEKTA  LiOVENHS1K.> 

Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.77-4102  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  ami 

Public  Health  Service  Center  for  Disease 
Control 

IMMUNIZATION  PRACTICES  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

Tlie  meeting  of  the  Immunization 
Practices  Advisory  Committee  scheduled 
for  February  10-11,  1977,  In  Atlanta, 
Georgia,  is  hereby  cancelled.  Notice  of 
this  meeting  was  announced  In  Federal 
Registee,  Vol.  42,  page  5761.  January  31, 
1977. 

Dated:  February  7, 1977.  * 

William  C.  Watson,  Jr.. 

Acting  Director. 

Center  for  Disease  Control. 

(PR  Doc.77-4460  PU«d  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT- OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  NFD-41S:  PDAA-3019-EM1 

ARKANSAS 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 

Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Arkansas,  dated  December  3,  1976,  and 
amended  on  January  6,  1977,  is  hereby 
further  amended  to  Include  the  follow¬ 
ing  county  among  those  counties  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
the  catastrophe  declared  an  emergency 
by  the  President  in  his  declaration  of  De¬ 
cember  3, 1976 : 

The  County  of : 

White 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  hay  transportation  assistance 
only  In  the  aforementioned  affected  area 
effective  the  date  of  this  amended  notice. 

(Catalog  at  Federal  Domeetle  Assistance  Na 

14.701,  DlsastO’  Assistance.) 

Dated:  February  2,  1977. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne. 

Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 

Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.77-«aa  PUed  *-9-77:8:45  am] 

[Doc  No.  Nfd-414,  FDAA-3923-Blf1 

CALIFORNIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 
Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Callfonila»  dated  January  20,  1977,  Is 
boeby  amended  to  include  the  following 
counties  among  those  counties  deter¬ 


mined  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
the  catastrophe  declared  an  emergency 
by  the  President  in  his  declaration  of 
January  20,  1977; 

Th«  Counties  of : 

Alameda  San  Benito 

Contra  Costa  San  Matteo 

Fresno  Santa  Clar.t 

Inyo  Sierra 

Madera  Solano 

Marin  '  Sonoma 

Napa  Tulare 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  only  in  the  aforementicoied  affected 
areas  effective  the  date  of  this  amended 
Notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  .As-slstance 
No.  14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Dated:  February  2, 1977. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne. 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 

Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.77-1223  FUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  ftPD-411:  PDAA -3028-KM [ 

INDIANA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 
Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Indiana  dated  February  2,  1977,  is  here¬ 
by  amended  to  include  the  following 
counties  among  those  counties  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
the  catastr(9he  declared  an  emergency 
by  the  President  in  his  declaration  of 
February  2, 1977 : 

The  Counties  of: 

Boone 

Benton 

Tipton 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Na 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

February  2. 1977: 

Thomas  P.  Dunne. 

Administrator.  Federal  Disaster 
V  Assistance  Administration. 
[PR  Doc.77-4220  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  NPD-412;  PDAA-3028-EMI 

INDIANA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 
Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Indiana  dated  February  2,  1977.  Mvt 
amoKled  Fdt>ruary  3.  1977,  Is  hereby 
amended  to  Include  the  following  coun¬ 
ties  among  those  counties  determined  to 
have  been  adversely  affected  by  the  ca¬ 
tastrophe  declared  an  emergency  by  the 
President  in  his  declaration  of  Febru¬ 
ary  2,  1977: 

TTte  counties  of: 


CarroU 

Perry 

Clay 

Pike 

Fayette 

Poeey 

FraokUn 

PiUaskl 

Harrison 

Starke 

Henry 

Steuben 

Madison 

Sullivan 

Monroe 

Vigo 

Newton 

Wells 

Parke 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  .Assistance  No. 

14.701,  Disaster  .Assistance.) 

Dated;  February  3, 1977. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster  " 
Assistance  Administration. 
[PR  Doc.77-4221  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am! 


[Docket  No  NFD-409:  (FDAA  3029  EMM 

OHIO 

Notice  of  an  Emergency  Declaration  and 
Related  Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  sind  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority, 
ecutlve  Order  11795  of  July  11, 1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
D^artment  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority. 
Docket  No.  D-7 4-285:  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Disas¬ 
ter  Relief  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143> ; 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  2,  1977,  the  President  declared  an 
emergency  as  follows; 

I  have  determined  that  the  Impact  of 
au  abnormal  accumulation  of  snow  and  ice 
resulting  from  a  series  of  blizzards  and  snow¬ 
storms  in  the  State  of  Ohio  Is  of  sufficient 
severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  decla¬ 
ration  of  an  emergency  under  PubUc  Law 
93-388.  I  therefore  declare  that  such  an 
emergency  existe  in  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  un¬ 
der  Ebiecutive  Order  11795,  and  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr. 
Robert  EL  Connor.  FDAA  Ri^on  V,  to 
act  as  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer 
for  this  declared  emergency. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
this  declared  emergency; 

The  Counties  of : 

Fayette  Putnam 

Hancock  Paulding 

Highland  Van  Wert 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Na 

14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  February  3, 1977. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne. 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.77-4218  PUed  3-9-77:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-410;  FDAA-3026-EM1 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Emergency 
Declaration 

Notice  of  emergency  for  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  dated  January  29.  1977. 
and  amended  on  February  2,  1977,  li 
hereby  amended  to  Include  the  following 
coimtles  among  those  counties  deter* 
mined  to  have  been  adversdy  affected  bg 
the  catastrc^he  declared  an  emergencg 
by  the  President  In  hla  declaration  ot 
Januaiy  29. 1977:  ‘ 
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The  Counties  of: 

Payette 

Mercer 

Westmoreland 

-(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.T01,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  February  3, 1977. 

Thomas  P.  Donne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.77-4219  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
Office 

[Doc.  No.  N-77-706;  OILSR  Nos.  7&-249-IS; 

C>-1102-04:-186(A)— (D)  ] 

LAKE  CAMANCHE  VILLAGE,  UNIT  SIX 
Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  US.C.  1706  (e)  and  24 
CPR  1720.165(b)  Notice  Is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Lake  Camanche  Village,  Unit  Six, 
Marcus  R.  Hickerson,  President  and 
Great  Ltdres  Development  Company,  au¬ 
thorized  ag^ts  and  officers,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “Respondent,”  being  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Land  Sales  Full  Disclosing  Act  (Pub. 
Law  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.)  re¬ 
ceived  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  C^J- 
portunity  for  Hearing  issued  September 
1,  1976,  which  was  sent  to  the  developer 
pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d),  24  CPR 
1710.45(b)(1)  and  1720.125  Informing 
the  developer  of  Information  obtained 
by  the  Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration  alleging  that  the  Statement 
of  Record  and  Property  Report  for  Lake 
Camanche  located  In  Amador  County, 
California,  contain  untrue  statements  of 
material  fact  or  omit  to  state  material 
facts  required  to  be  stated  therein  or 
necessary  to  make  the  statements  there¬ 
in  not  necessary  to  make  the  statements 
therein  not  misleading. 

2.  Tile  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  January  18,  1977,  In  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  (Opportu¬ 
nity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  cm  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  In  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(e)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(b),  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  tak¬ 
ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  In  Room  7146,  De¬ 
partment  of  HUD,  451  Seventh  Street, 

.  S.W.,  WashingtOTi,  D.C.  on  March  10, 
’  1977  at  2:00  p.m. 

5.  The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  The  parties 
are  directed  to  file  all  affidavits  and  a 
list  of  all  witnesses  with  the  Hearing 
CTerk,  HUD  Building,  Room  10278, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20410  on  or  before 
February  17,  1977.  Copies  of  all  docu¬ 
ments  filed  should  be  served  at  the  same 
time  on  all  parties  of  recoil. 


6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  an  order  Suspending  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record,  herein  identified,  shall 
be  issued  pursuant  to  24  C7FR  1710.45(b) 
(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CPR  1720.440. 

Dated:  February  2, 1977. 

By  the  Secretary. 


James  W.  Mast, 

Chief,  Administration  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.77-4224  Piled  2-9-77;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[S  1491] 

CALIFORNIA 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing  and  Re¬ 
publication  of  Notice  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal 

February  4,  1977. 

The  Sacramento  District  Corps  of  En¬ 
gineers,  Department  of  the  Army,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  California,  filed  an  application  for 
withdrawal  of  the  lands  described  below 
from  all  forms  of  appropriation  for  use 
in  connection  witli  the  New  M^ones 
Lake  Project  as  authorized  by  the  Act 
of  December  23,  1962  (76  Stat.  1191) : 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 

PUBLIC  LAND 


TIN  R  13  E 

Sec.  1,  Lots  I’to  5,  Inclusive,  S^^NE^,  8E^ 
NW%  ,  E^SWi4.  W^8E)4,  and  MB)4 
SEiA: 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1  and  2,  SW^NE]4,  SV^NW^, 
and  WViNW»/4SW>,4: 

Sec.  4,  SW%SEV4; 

Sec.  8.  NEl^SE^4; 

See.  9,  NW^NE^,  NW^SEVt,  and  8^4 
SBV4; 

Sec.  11,  NWl^SW]4  and  SV4SW^SW%; 

Sec.  12,  Lot  1,  NW%NE%,  NE^4NW^^^  and 
NE%SW%; 

Sec.  15.  NW»4NEV4NW«4; 

Sec.  23,  SW%SWV4: 

Sec.  24,  S^^SW^: 

Sec.  25,  E^^NE^^. 

T.  2N.,  B.  13  E.. 

Sec.  9,  NW»4SW>4; 

Sec.  21,  Lot  1; 

Sec.  23,  Lots  1  and  2  (except  portion  M.S. 
5ie9A  and  M.S.  4192) ; 

Sec.  24,  Lots  13.  17,  and  19,  S%  Lot  22,  and 
unpatented  fractional  portion  of  Lot  23 
In  W>^SE%SE>4; 

Sec.  25,  Lot  5,  EV4SE>4NW%.  NW>^SEV4. 
and  EV4SWV4: 

Sec.  26,  Lots  1  and  2  and  N^NE>4  (except 
portion  M.S.  5189 A  and  B). 

T.  1  N.,  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  6,  Lots  8  cuid  9  and  Lots  25  to  34, 
inclusive; 

Sec.  7,  Lot  1  and  SE<4NEV4  (except  portion 
M.S.  5001); 

Sec.  18.  Lots  5  and  6  and  WV4SB>4: 

Sec.  19,  NW54NE>4.  SE»4NEi4,  Wi4aE!4. 
and  NE^SE^; 

Sec.  20.  SW‘4SW%NE^,  SWi4NW»4,  SH 
SE]4NW»4,  and  N>4SW»4. 


T.  2  N..  R.  14  E.. 

Sec.  4,  Lots  1  and  2,  Lot  7,  Lot  9,  NW(4 
Lot  10,  Lots  11,  12,  and  IS  Ei^Ei/4  Lot 
14.  Lots  15  and  16,  and  SEi4NE>4; 

Sec.  8,  Lots  1,  3,  and  5,  N*^  Lot  10  and  SW^i,4 
Lot  10; 

Sec.  9.  Lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  17,  Lot  1,  N>/2  Lot  5,  SWJ4  Lot  5 
SEV4  Lot  6,  E>/2NE1/4.  W‘/2SW>4.  Wi^NEU’ 
SW>4.  NWV4SE«4SW%.  WV4SE14,  N>^ 
NE^^SEV4,  and  SW»4NE(4SEi4 ; 

Sec.  19,  Lot  3  (except  M.S.  5028),  Lot  4  (ex¬ 
cept  M.S.  5068),  Lots  7  and  12,  S>4NE>4 
SWV4.  S1/2NW]4SEi/4,  and  N''2N>4NE>4 
SEiA; 

Sec.  20,  Lots  2,  3,  and  4  (except  M.E.  167 
and  M.S.  3987) ,  Lots  5,  6,  and  7,  and 
S^^SE^^NW^4; 

Sec.  30,  Lots  3  and  20  and  M.S.  6307  in 
Lot  24; 

Sec.  31,  SE>^  Lot  1.  E>/2E*/2SW<4  Lot  1. 
South  330  feet  Lot  16,  Lots  17,  18.  23, 
and  NW^  Lot  24,  Sy2Sy2NE«4NW>4. 
N»^SWV4NE>4,  N»/4Sy2SW>4NE>4,  Ni^ 
SE^^NW^^,  and  Ny2Sy2SE‘/4NW»4. 

T.  3  N.,  R.  14  E.. 

Sec.  1,  South  330  feet  Lot  8; 

Sec.  12,  Lot  4.  Lot  5  (except  M.S.  45001, 
SE^NE^^SW^4  (except  M.S.  4602),  E>o 
SE>4SW)4,  SE»4SW»/4SE»4SW>4,  NW>4 
NE^SE^^,N»72NEJ4NEl^SE^,  SW>,4NE!4 
NE«4SE«4.  NW^4SW^^NE!^4SEI4,  NW', 
SE%  lying  Southeast  of  M.S.  4602,  W'a 
SW%SE«4.  W‘^El4SW^^SE^^,  and  E'i 
NE%SWy4SEiA; 

Sec.  13.  w»/4wy2NE>4,  e>/4NE>4NW’4. 

EHW»/41®»4NW14,  SE14SW(4NW*4.  SEI4 
NW%.  »y2SW(4,  SW(4SW(4,-  NVaNi^ 

SE%SW^^  SW«/4SW»4SE>4SWi4.  and 
W%NW^^NW^4SE^^; 

Sec.  14,  Sy2SE»4,  SE%NEV4SE>4,  and  S'.> 
SW%NE»^SE^4; 

Sec.  22.  SE14  Lot  2; 

Sec.  23,  Lots  1  and  2,  S‘^  Lot  3,  Eli  Lot  5. 
NV4  Lot  6,  SWV4  Lot  6,  W>-4  Lot  11,  Lots 
12  and  13,  and  wy2  Lot  14; 

Sec.  24,  WV4W^  Lot  1,  Lot  2,  NJ.i  Lot  3. 
and  NW>4  Lot  4; 

Sec.  26,  Lots  2  and  3,  WV4  Lot  7,  and  Lot  9; 

Sec.  27,  E^  Lot  1,  Lots  3  and  7; 

Sec.  33,  SE14SE14; 

Sec.  84,  N^^NEl^NE%,  Ei^NWiiNE^, 
SW%NW%NEV4,  Wy2NE»4NW'A  and 
NW%NWV4; 

Sec.  35.  Lot  7,  SE^^NE^^  lying  South  and 
West  of  M.S.  5677,  N%NE^4SE>4,  and 
unnumbered  segregation  survey  of  min¬ 
eral  land  In  Ni/4 ; 

Sec.  36,  SV^SW%NWV4  (except  M.S.  5677) 
and  Ny2NWV4SWi4. 

The  area  described  aggregates  5,105 
acres  in  Calaveras  and  Tuolumne 
Counties. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 
(national  forest  land) 

T.  3.  N.,  R.  15  E., 

Sec.  6,  Lot  2,  SV^  Lot  7,  SV4NE1/4  Lot  7,  and 
SE«4NW%  Lot  7; 

Sec.  7.  N>4  Lot  1,  W%wy2  Lot  2.  and  NW'4 
nw«4Nev4NW^. 

The  area  described  aggregates  107.50 
acres  in  Calaveras  and  Tuolumne 
Counties. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

(PATENTED  LAND  WITH  MINniALS  RESERVED 
to  the  UNITED  STATES) 

T.  1  N.,  R.  13  E., 

Sec.  14.  WViNWV4; 

Sec.  15.  E^NE^,  S^NW^NE^,  SW^ 
NE(4.  8^NEV4SW^.  SE^SW^.  MV4 
SE%.  and  SW^SE^; 

Sec.  22,  E^NE^NW^,  E^WV^NBV4NW^. 
and  NV^SE^NW^. 
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The  above  described  area  aggregates 
450  acres  in  Calaveras  and  Tuolumne 
Counties. 

'Hie  applicant  desires  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  land  for  the  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  and  maintenance  of  the  New  Mel- 
ones  Reservoir  on  the  Stanlslaxis  River, 
which  provides  for  flood  control,  irriga¬ 
tion,  power  generating,  recreation,  fish 
and  wildlife  enhancement,  and  water 
quality  control. 

A  notice  of  proposed  withdrawal  and 
reserv'ation  of  lands  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  9,  1968,  pages 
6992  and  6993,  Document  No.  68-5541. 

Pursuant  to  section  204 ^h)  of  the 
“Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976,"  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
an  opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is 
afforded.  All  interested  persons  who  de¬ 
sire  to  be  heard  on  ttie  proposed  with¬ 
drawal  must  submit  a  written  request 
for  a  hearing  to  the  State  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  E-2841  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento.  Callfomla  95825,  by  March 
16,  1977. 

Upon  determination  by  the  State  Di¬ 
rector  that  a  public  hearing  win  be  hrfd, 
the  time  and  idace  wlU  be  announced. 
AU  previous  comments  submitted  In  con- 
necticm  with  the  withdrawal  co'opoeal 
have  been  Included  in  the  case  file  recOTd 
and  wiU  be  considered  In  making  a  final 
determination  on  the  i«THX>saL 

Walter  P.  Holices, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc  ,77-4304  Piled  2-9-77;  8: 45  am) 


CAUFORNIA 

Designation  of  Indian  Creek  Recreation 
Lands 

PEBRU.UIT  4,  1977. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  In  43  Cm 
Subpart  2070,  and  authorization  from 
the  Director  dated  January  5,  1977,  I 
herd^y  designate  the  national  resource 
lands  in  the  following  described  areas  as 
the  Indian  Creek  Recreation  lands. 

Mt.  Diablo  Meridian.  Calipo&nia 
T.  10  N.,  R.  20  E, 

Sec.  3  Lots  1,  2.  3  4.  5,  6.  7,  E^WH  Lot  Sc 
Lot  8,  WH  Lot  9.  W^EH  Lot  9. 
Lota  10.  11.  12,  18.  14,  15.  16.  W^SWH. 
WysEVaSW^,  EV4SE^4  E%W%SE>4; 

Sec.  4  Lota  1.  X  3,  E^  Lot  4.  Lota  5,  8.  T. 
8.  9,  E14  Lot  10.  EH  Lot  11  EH  Lot  14. 
Lota  15.  16,  17.  18.  SWH>  SHSEH: 

Sec.  5  WH  Lot  6.  Lota  7,  8,  SEHSWH: 
Sec.  8  NBH.  BHNWH,  NE«4SEH,  NHSBH 

SE14.  sehseh^H: 

Sec.  9  EHEH.  SWHNEH  ITEHNWH. 
SWH.  NWHSEV4; 

Sec.  10  EHKH,  ehwhneh,  whwh. 

SEHSWH,  ehnwhseh,  swhsbh: 

Sec.  11  WHNWV4.  NWHSWH.  Thoee  por¬ 
tions  of  SWHSWH.  NEHNWH  west  of 
the  East  Pork  Carson  River; 

Sec.  15  Lota  8,  4  (ITHSWH),  NWH.  SWH 
SWH.  NWV4NEH.  That  portion  of  the 
NEV4NEH  west  of  the  Bast  Fork  Canon 
Rlvw. 

T.  UN,  R.20E., 

Sec.  20  sehneh.  nhseh.  swhseh. 
SEHSWH: 

See.  21  Lota  1.  2.  8,  T,  8.  NSHNEH,  SBH 
SEH.  SBHNWH.  WHWH: 


Sec.  22  Lots  17,  19,  20.  21,  22.  23  24,  25.  26, 
27,  SWHSE»4,  NE>4SW^4; 

Sec.  23  Lots  5  and  6; 

Sec.  28  EH,  EHSWH.  SEHNWH: 

sec.  29  NWHNEH.  NE'‘-4NWH.  SW^NWH. 
SWH.  NWHSEH; 

Sec.  30  Lota  1.  2.  3.  EHNWH.  WH^EH. 
SEV4NEH,  nhseh.  3EHSEH,  NEH- 
SWH: 

Sec.  31  SHSEH: 

Sec.  33  SH.  S'iNEH. 

The  area  described  aggregates  about 
7043.96  acres  of  national  resource  lands 
located  in  Alpine  County,  California. 

Tlie  Indian  Creek  recreation  lands 
contain  “Class  II  general  outdoor  recre¬ 
ation  areas  “and"  Class  HI  natural  en¬ 
vironment  areas”  under  the  Bureau  of 
Outdoor  Recreation  Systems  of  classifi¬ 
cations. 

Edw.ard  L.  Hastey, 
California  State  Director. 
[PR  Doc.77-4303  FUed  2-9-77;8;45  am] 


[NM  29659,  29660,  29676,  and  29677] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

Febrttart  4, 1977. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  secticm  28  oi  the  ItHneral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UB.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
578) .  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation  has 
applied  for  two  4H-lnch  natural  gas 
pipelines  and  two  cathodle  protection 
station  rlghts-of-way  across  the  follow- 
inglands: 

Nrw  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 

T.  28  N,  R.  6  W.. 

Sec.  17.  SWHNEH. 

T.  29  N,  R.  6  W, 

Sec,  20,  SE14NEH. 

T,  82  N..  R.  8  W, 

Sec.  14.NHSW14: 

Sec.  15.  NHSH: 

Sec.  26.  NWHSEH- 

The  pipeline  and  cathodic  protection 
stations  will  be  used  in  connectimi  with 
natural  gas  operations  and  win  cross 
1.489  miles  of  national  resoiux;e  lands  In 
Rio  Arriba  and  San  Juan  Counties,  New 
Mexico, 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87107. 

Raul  K  Martinez 
Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerois  Operations. 

] PR  Doc.77-4306  PUed  2-9-T7:8;46  un] 


[NM  29713) 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

February  4, 1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  L^ing  Act 


of  1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576),  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporaticai 
has  applied  for  one  4  -inch  natural 
gas  pipeline  right-of-way  across  the  fol¬ 
lowing  land; 

New  Mexico  Princ:p.»l  Me3Idl\.n.  New  Mrxi  > 

T.  29  N..  R.  6  W  . 

Sec.  35,  SHNWH 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.147  miles  of  national  resource 
land  in  Rio  Arriba  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico 
87107. 

Raul  E.  Martinez, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of 
La.Tds  and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.77-4306  Plied  3-9-77;8:45  am] 

[NM  29663  and  29711] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Applications 

February  4,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  UJ5.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Ccwnpany  has 
applied  for  two  4  *>4 -inch  natural  gas 
pipeline  rights-of-way  across  the  follow¬ 
ing  lands; 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridlvn, 

New  Mexico 

T.  28  N.,  R  12  W, 

See.  27,  EHSEH- 
T.  28  N,  R  13  W, 

Sec.  12.  SWHSWH: 

Sec.  13,  NHNWH- 

niese  pipelines  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.353  miles  of  natiimal  resource 
lands  in  San  Juan  County,  New  Mexica 
The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  InfOTm 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  6770,  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico 
87107. 

Raul  E.  Martinez, 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  DOC.T7-4307  PUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

[NM  29661] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

February  4,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  .Act 
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of  1920  (30  TJB.C.  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat. 
576) ,  TD(X),  Inc.,  has  applied  for  a  one 
3 -inch  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
across  the  following  land: 

New  Mexico  Pbincipai.  Meridian, 

'  New  Mexico 

T  12  S  R  31  E 

sec.  20,  Ny2NEV4  and  NEi/4NWyi. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  0.627  of  a  mile  of  natural  resource 
land  in  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  New  Mexico  88201. 

,  Rath.  E.  Martd^ez, 

k  Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Mineral  Operations. 


T.  130N.,  R.  sow., 
sec.  22,  NWV4;  and 
Sec.  28.  NEV4- 
T.  131  N.,  R.  80  W, 

Sec.  15,  NEV4NW>4,  NB>4NWi4NW>4,  NE14 
SE^NWiy4,  and  SW^SW)4; 

Sec.  16,  SW^NEV4SE^,  WHSB^MBV4 
SEl^,  W>^MW^NE^8El^.  SB%MW^ 
NEi4SE>A,  WV46E%.  and  SE>4SEi4;  and 
Sec.  29,  N*/4. 

T.  130  N..  R.  81  W.. 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1  and  2,  and  S>/4NEV4;  and 
Sec.  6,  SE>4. 

T.  131  N.,  R.  81  W., 

Sec.  4,  Lots  3  and  4,  and  SV2NWV4: 

Sec.  21,  N>/4:  and 
Sec.  28,  NWV4. 

T.  132  N.,  R.  81  W., 

Sec.  17.  EVi  and  SW«4; 

Sec.  19,  Lots  3  and  4,  and  EV2SW’4; 

Sec.  20,  NE>4: 

Sec.  21,  All; 

Sec.  28,  NE14;  and 
Sec.  33,  NW>4. 

T.  132  N.,  R.  82  W., 

Sec.  5,  of  Lot  1. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  3,848.28 
acres. 

4.  Black  Hills  Meridian,  Soitth  Dakota 


,  (FR  Doc.  77-4308  PUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


i  - 

""  [M  141] 

NORTH  DAKOTA  AND  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Transfer,  of  Submarginal  Lands  Standing 
Rock  Indian  Reservation 

February  3, 1977. 

1.  Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  94-114  (89  Stat. 
577)  and  Sec.  2  thereof  the  land  de- 
Ecribed  in  paragraphs  3  and  4  of  this 
notice,  together  with  all  minerals  under- 
l3dng  this  land,  whether  acquired  or 
otherwise  owned  by  the  United  States, 
are  hereby  declared  to  be  held  by  the 
United  States  in  trust  for  the  use  and 
benefit  of  the  Standing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe 
of  North  Dakota  and  South  Dakota.  The 
land  rfiftJi  be  a  part  of  the  established 
Standing  Rock  Indian  Reservation. 
These  lands  were  submarginal  lands  ac¬ 
quired  under  Title  n  of  the  National 
Industrial  Recovery  Act  of  Jime  16,  1933 
(48  Stat.  200) .  the  Emergency  Relief  Ap- 
prc^riatlon  Act  of  April  8,  1935  (49  Stat. 
115) ,  and  section  55  of  the  Act  of  August 
24,  1936  (49  Stat.  750,  781) .  This  notice 
is  issued  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  Bureau  Order  No.  701,  dated 
Ju]^  23,  1946,  as  amended. 

2.  All  existing  mineral  leases,  includ- 
hig  ofl  and  gas  leases,  which  have  been 
issued  on  this  land  will  r^ain  in  force 
and  effect  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  the  Act  imder  which 
the  leases  were  issued.  The  lease  files  will 
be  transferred  to  the  Office  of  the  Area 
Director,  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  Aber¬ 
deen,  South  Dakota.  Future  rent^  for 
these  leases  will  be  paid  to  and  collected 
by  that  office.  Jmisdictlon  of  these  min¬ 
eral  leases  is  transferred  from  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management  to  the  Bureau 
of  In^n  Affairs  in  trust  for  the  Stand¬ 
ing  Rock  Sioux  Tribe. 

3.  Fifth  Principal  Meridian,  North  Dakota 

T.  132  N.,  R.  79  W., 

Sec.  17,  EV4SEl^. 

T.  193N..R.T0W4 
T.  122  N,  R.  79  W, 

I  Bee.  10,  NE^^. 


T.  20  N.,  R.  20  E., 

Sec.  25,  W>/4;  and 
Sec.  35,  NW^. 

T.  21  N..  R.  23  E.. 

Sec.  27,  Nt/a:  and 
Sec.  29,  SE‘4. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  24  E.. 

Sec.  5,  Lots  6,  7,  8,  9,  and  12,  and  NE>^ 

swy4; 

Sec.  6,  Lot  16; 

Sec.  8,  Lots  1,  2,  and  4.  S^^NE^^. 

SEl^NWl^.  and  SV4; 

Sec.  15,  NWV4;  and 
Sec.  17,  All. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  24  E., 

Sec.  22,  SW^^; 

Sec.  25,  Lot  10; 

Sec.  27,  NW^^; 

Sec.  35,  Lot  1;  and 
Sec.  36,  Lots  3  and  4. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  27  E, 

Sec.  13,  WV4: 

Sec.  22,  Lota  5.  6,  emd  7;  and 
Sec.  27,  N^NEV4. 

T.  19  N..  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  13,  NWV4. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  20,  SEV4;  and 
Sec.  22,  Ei/a. 

T.  19  N.,  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  7,  Hie  south  26.98  CM^es  of  Lot  3,  Lot 
4,  SE^^SWi4,  NE^4NE»^SE^^,  and  8W% 
SW‘^SEV4. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  9,  All; 

Sec.  10,  wy*  and  SEV4; 

Sec.  21,  NW%;  and 

Sec.  27,  Ny2NWV4  and  Ny2SEV4. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  30  E, 

Sec.  10,  NE»A. 

T.  21  N.,  R.  30  E., 

Sec.  26,  WV4W1/4NEV4,  S»4SWi4SEi4NEi4, 
SEl^SWV4NEl^.  and  that  portion  ot  the 
N>^SW>^SE^NE*4  bounded  on  the  south 
and  west  sides  and  a  line  extending  from 
the  northwest  ctKuer  to  the  soutbefisi 
comer  thereof,  and  NW%. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  81  E,  ■* 

Sec.  20,  WV4B»4NE>4.  WV4NE14,  and  NW54. 


The  areas  described  aggregate  6,406.28 
acres. 


K.  Richards, 
Acting  State  Director. 


[FR  Doc.77-4309  Filed  2-9-T7;8:45  am] 


[OR  9605] 

OREGON 

Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing  and  Re- 

Publication  of  Notice  of  Proposed  With¬ 
drawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

February  4,  1977. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Forest  Service  on  June  22, 
1972,  filed  application.  Serial  No.  OR 
9605,  for  the  withdrawal  of  2,400  acres 
of  national  forest  lands  from  nonmetal- 
liferous  location  and  entry  imder  the 
general  mining  laws  (30  U.S.C.,  Ch.  2), 
but  not  from-  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights.  The  Department  of  Agriculture 
has  requested  that  the  withdrawal  be 
granted  for  a  permanent  duration.  Tlie 
Department  of  Agriculture  filed  an 
amended  application  on  October  21, 1976 
for  withdrawal  of  the  2,400  acres  in  the 
prior  application  and  an  additional  3,800 
acres,  from  location  and  entry  for  all 
minerals  under  the  general  mining  laws, 
but  not  from  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws. 

The  Forest  Service  desires  these  lands 
for  the  purpose  of  preserving  them  for 
their  geologic,  scientific  and  scenic  inter¬ 
est.  Included  in  the  application  is  the 
area  known  as  Rock  Mesa,  in  the  Three 
Sisters  Wilderness. 

A  notice  of  proposed  withdrawal  and 
reservation  of  Ismds  was  published  on 
March  1,  1973  in  the  Federal  Register 
(38  FR  5484)  and  a  notice  of  the  amend¬ 
ed  application  was  published  cm  Novem¬ 
ber  23,  1976  in  the  Federal  Register  (41 
FR  51663). 

Pursuant  to  section  204(h)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act 
of  1976,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing  is  af¬ 
forded.  All  interested  persons  who  desire 
to  be  heard  on  the  proposed  withdrawal 
must  submit  a  written  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  to  the  State  Director,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  at  the  address  shown 
below,  by  March  12, 1977.  Upon  determi¬ 
nation  by  the  State  Director  that  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  will  be  held,  the  time  and 
place  will  be  annoimced. 

All  previous  comments  submitted  in 
connection  with  the  withdrawal  proposal 
have  been  included  in  the  case  file  record 
and  will  be  considered  in  making  a  final 
determination  on  the  proposaL 

The  lands  involved  in  the  amended 
application  are: 

Willamette  Meridian,  Oregon 

DESCHUTES  AND  WILLAMETTE  NATIONAL 
K»XSTS 

Obsidian  Flows  and  Dacite  Dimes  Area 

T.  17  S.,  R.  8  E.,  Unsurveyed, 

Sec.  22,  6V^; 

Sec.  23,  SV4: 

Secs.  26  and  27; 

Sec.  28,  W^; 

Sec.  29; 

Sec.  30,  EV4; 

Sec.  31,  E^; 

Sec.  32; 

Sec.  33,  Wi4; 

Sec.  34; 

Sec.  35,  Ny2. 
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T..18  S..  R.  R.8E.. 

Sec.  8,  except  Cascade  Lakes  Road  Zone — 
Forest  Road  No.  48,  withdrawn  by  F1<0 
2751,  8/18/62; 

Sec.  10,  NE%,  except  Cascade  Lakes  Road 
Zone — ^Forest  Road  No.  46,  withdrawn 
by  PLO  2751,  8/18/62. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  £«jproxl- 
mately  4.580  acres  in  the  Deschutes  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  in  Deschutes  County  and 
1.620  acres  in  the  Willamette  National 
Forest  in  Lane  County,  for  a  total  of 
6.200  acres. 

For  a  period  of  two  years^  from  No¬ 
vember  23,  1976,  the  lands  described 
above  will  be  segregated  from  location 
and  entry  for  all  minerals  under  the  gen¬ 
eral  mining  laws,  unless  the  application 
is  rejected  or  the  withdrawal  is  a^^roved 
prior  to  that  date.  If  the  withdrawal  is 
approved  by  the  Secretary,  Uie  lands  will 
remain  segregated  to  the  extent  special 
in  the  withdrawal  order. 

All  communications  in  connection  with 
this  withdrawal  should  be  addressed  to 
the  imdersigned  officer.  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  P.O.  Box  2965,  Portland,  Oreg<m 
97208.  . 

Harold  A.  Berends, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  DOC.77-4S10  FU«d  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

[Wyoming  56834] 

WYOMING 

Application 

February  3,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  UB.C.  185) ,  the 
Phillips  Petroleum  Company  of  Denver, 
Colorado  filed  an  appllcaticm  for  a  rlcdit- 
of-way  to  construct  a  6  inch  pipeline  toe 
the  purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  Natlcuial 
Resource  Lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wtominc 

T.  46  N.,  R.  77  W., 

Sec.  3,  NWV4SW)4  and  8^8)4; 

Sec.  4,  lota  8  and  4,  S)4NK;4,  8Ey4NW)4. 

and  NE^SE^; 

Sec.  5,  lot  1; 

Sec.  10,  NE%NE^; 

Sec.  11.  WV4NWV4.  NV4SWi4.  and  SB^ 

8wy4; 

Sec.  23,  W»/4NE«4,  SE>4NB»4,  and  NE% 
SE14. 

T.  47  N.,  R.  77  W., 

Sec.  32,  N^SW%,  SEy4SW‘4,  and  S^SEVi- 
T.  47  N..  R.  78  W., 

Sec.  4,  SW^NW^  and  W^SWi4: 

Sec.  9,  N%NWi4,  SE%NW^,  and  NB»4 
SW^: 

Sec.  10,  SW^SWi4: 

Sec.  14,  S^SW^4: 

sec.  15,  SWV4NE%,  EV4NW%,  nw^nw^, 
N^SE^,  and  SEV4SE%; 

Sec.  23.  NEV4NWV4. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural  gas 
from  a  point  in  the  SEV^NE^  of  sec.  32. 
T.  48  N.,  R.  78  W..  to  a  point  in  the  NW^ 
SEy4  of  sec.  36.  T.  46  N.,  R.  77  W.,  John¬ 
son  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  in¬ 
form  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 


whether  the  api^cation  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  and,  if  so,  under  what  terms  and 
conditions. 

interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
ttieir  views  should  do  so  promptly.  Per- 
s(His  submitting  comments  should  in¬ 
clude  their  name  and  address  and  send 
them  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  100  East  “B" 
Street,  P.O,  Box  2834,  Casper,  Wyoming 
82601. 

Harold  G.  SriNCHCOMB, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.77-43 11  Filed  2-9- 77:8:45  am] 


National  Park  Service 

ALLEGHENY  PORTAGE  RAILROAD  NA¬ 
TIONAL  HISTORIC  SITE/JOHNSTOWN 
FLOOD  NATIONAL  MEMORIAL 

Availability  of  Draft  General  Management 
and  l^veiopment  Plan  and  Environmen¬ 
tal  Assessment 

The  National  Park  Service  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Draft  General  Management  and 
Development  Plan  and  Envircmmental 
Assessment  for  Allegheny  Portage  Rail¬ 
road  National  Historic  Site/Johnstown 
Flood  National  Memorial. 

The  Plan  discusses  proposals  fm*  future 
development  and  management  of  Alle¬ 
gheny  Portage  Railroad  National  His¬ 
toric  Site/Johnstown  Flood  National 
Memorial.  The  Environmental  Assess¬ 
ment  analyzes  the  Impacts  on  the  re¬ 
sources,  visitors  and  the  region  that 
would  be  associated  with  the  actions  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  Plan. 

Written  comments  (m  the  Plan  and  the 
Environmental  Assessment  are  Invited 
and  will  be  accepted  for  a  period  on  or 
before  March  31. 1977.  Comments  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Regrional  Director, 
Mid-Atlantic  Reglmi,  or  the  General 
Superintendent.  Western  Pennsylvania 
Group  at  the  addresses  given  below. 

Copies  are  available  fnxn  or  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  following  locaticms: 

Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Office,  National  Park 
Service,  143  8.  Third  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19106. 

General  Superintendent,  Western  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Group,  P.O.  Box  247,  Cresson,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  16630. 

Dated;.  January  26,  1977. 

Benjamin  J.  Zerbey, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
Mid-Atlantic  Region. 
(FR  Doc  77-4317  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[INT  PES  77-8] 

EL  PASO  COAL  GASIHCATION  PROJECT. 
NEW  MEXICO 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  in  two  volumes  for  the  proposed  El 
Paso  Coal  Gasification  Project  and  asso¬ 
ciated  coal  mines  in  New  Mexico. 


The  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
plans  to  construct  and  operate  (me  coal 
gasification  plant,  a  surface  (X>al  mine 
and  support  facilities  on  the  Navajo  In¬ 
dian  Reservation,  35  miles  southwest  of 
Farmington.  New  Mexico. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner — 
Ecology,  Room  7622,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D  C.  20240.  Telephone  (202)  343-4991. 
Division  of  Engineering  Support,  Technical 
Services  Branch,  E&R  Center.  Denver  Fed¬ 
eral  Center,  Denver,  Colorado  80223.  Tele¬ 
phone  (303)  234-3022. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureavi  of 
Reclamation.  Federal  Building.  125  South 
State  Street.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utali  8411’.. 
Telephone  (801)  524-5580. 

Project  (Construction  Engineer,  P.O.  Bo.’t  28. 
1(X)6  Municipal  Drive,  Farmington,  Ne*' 
Mexico  87401.  Telephone  (505)  325-17C4 

Single  copies  of  the  final  statement 
may  be  obtained  on  request  from  tlie 
(Commissioner  of  Reclamation  or  the  Rc- 
gl(mal  Director.  Please  refer  to  the  state¬ 
ment  number  above. 

Dated:  February  18,  1977. 

Stanley  D.  Dorehus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 
(PR  Doc.77-4375  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
[Docket  No.  76-6] 

LYNNHELD  DRUG.  INC. 
Revocation  of  Registration 

On  February  5,  1976,  the  then-ActT  ? 
Administrator  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  (DEA)  directed  to  Lynn - 
field  Drug,  Inc.  [hereinafter,  “Respond¬ 
ent”],  of  Lyimfield,  Massachusetts,  an 
Order  to  Show  C^use  as  to  why  DEA 
Registration  AL5912111,  previously  Is¬ 
sued  to  Respondent,  should  not  be  re¬ 
voked  for  reason  that  on  November  24. 
1975,  in  the  Essex  County  Superior  Court. 
Lawrence,  Massachusetts,  the  then  man¬ 
aging  pharmacist  and  President  of  Re¬ 
spondent,  Mr.  Stanley  J.  Sokolowskl,  was 
convi(d:ed  of  four  counts  of  unlawful  dis¬ 
tribution  of  controlled  substances,  felony 
violsd:ions  of  the  Massachusetts  Con¬ 
trolled  Substances  Act. 

On  February  24,  1976,  Respondent, 
through  counsel,  requested  a  hearing  on 
the  Order  to  Show  CJause.  Following  the 
filing  of  written  prehearing  statements, 
and  a  prehearing  conference  by  tele¬ 
phone  on  April  1,  1976,  the  requested 
hearing  was  scheduled  to  be  held  in  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts  in  late  June,  1976. 
The  hearing  was  postponed  due  to  the 
illness  of  Resp<mdent’s  counsel.  On  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1976,  the  hearing  was  held 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  Honor¬ 
able  Francis  L.  Young,  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

On  January  19, 1977,  Judge  Young  cer- 
tified  to  the  Administrator,  pursuant  to 
21  CFR  1316.65,  the  record  ot  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  In  this  matter,  together  with 
his  rec(Hnmended  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law,  and  a  rec(Hnmended 
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decision.  Pursuant  to  21  CFR  1316.66, 
the  Administrator  hereby  publishes  his 
final  order  In  this  proceeding,  based  up¬ 
on  the  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of 
law  set  forth  below. 

llie  Administrative  Law  Judge  found. 
Inter  alia,  that  Mr.  Sokolowskl  sold  con¬ 
trolled  substances  from  Respondent’s  in¬ 
ventory  to  an  agent  of  the  DEA  who  ap¬ 
proached  Mr.  Sokolowskl  In  an  under¬ 
cover  capacity  and  represented  himself 
to  be  the  person  who  had  provided  the 
funds  for  drugs  previously  purchased 
from  Mr.  Sokolowskl  by  an  Informant. 
At  no  time  did  the  agent  present  Mr. 
Sokolowskl  with  a  prescription  for  the 
drugs  he  sought  and  received.  As  a  result 
of  his  distribution  of  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  to  the  undercover  agent,  Mr. 
Sokolowskl  was  indicted  on  seven  counts 
of  unlawful  distribution  of  controlled 
substances  and,  in  November,  1975,  upon 
his  pleas  of  guilty,  was  convicted  of  four 
of  these  counts.  The  Administrative  Law 
Judge  further  found  that  an  audit  of  Re¬ 
spondent’s  controlled  substance  inven¬ 
tory  and  records  conducted  by  the  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  State  Police  Diversion  Inves¬ 
tigative  Unit  revealed  substantial  over¬ 
ages  In  each  of  the  drugs  audited.  The 
audit  resulted  in  Mr.  Sokolowskl  being 
charged  with  two  counts  of  failing  to 
maintain  records  in  vlc^atlon  of  Section 
25  of  Chapter  94C,  Massachusetts  Gen¬ 
eral  Laws. 

Judge  Young  found  that  Mr.  Sdkolow- 
skl  purchased  the  pharmacy  in  early 
1974  and  caused  it  to  be  incorporated,  re¬ 
taining  for  himself  50  or  51  percent  of 
the  stock  of  the  Respondent  corporation, 
Lynnfield  Drug,  Inc.  Mr.  Sokolowskl 
served  as  Respondent’s  sole  pharmacist, 
its  President,  its  Treasurer,  and  as  a 
member  of  its  Board  of  Dlrrotors  until 
about  two  months  after  his  conviction. 
A  Mr.  Harold  Zlde  loaned  Mr.  Sokolow¬ 
skl  some  $7500,  which  the  latter  applied 
toward  the  purchase  price  of  the  phar¬ 
macy,  remaining  liable  to  Mr.  Zide  for 
the  tmpaid  balance  of  the  personal  loan. 
Mr.  Zlde  became  the  holder  of  approxi¬ 
mately  forty  percent  of  the  stock  of  Re¬ 
spondent  corporation  and  one  Mr.  Bob 
Levine  received  the  remaining  ten  per¬ 
cent.  There  is  no  evidence  in  the  record 
tending  to  show  the  giving  of  any  legal 
consideration  for  any  ot  these  shares. 

Mr.  Sokolowskl  received  no  compensa¬ 
tion  for  the  shares  he  turned  over  to  the 
new  managing  pharmacist  when,  in  Jan¬ 
uary,  1976,  he  resigned  his  various  posi¬ 
tions  and  offices  in  the  Respondent  cor¬ 
poration  and  pharmacy.  The  Respondent 
corporation  paid  for  Mr.  Sokolowskl's 
criminal  defoise.  Judge  Young  further 
observed  that  the  Respondent  made  no 
effort  to  dispute  Mr.  Sokolowskl’s  convic¬ 
tion  but  maintained  that  Its  DEA  regis¬ 
tration  should  not  be  revthed  because  It 
was  Mr.  Sokcdowski,  a  natural  person, 
and  not  the  corporation,  which  was  con¬ 
victed  in  the  Massachusetts  court,  urg¬ 
ing  the  conclvision  that  there  was  no  law¬ 
ful  basis  lor  revoking  the  std>Ject 
registration. 

Judge  Young  found  that  the  thrust 
of  all  of  the  evidence  In  this  case  *Ts  to 


the  effect  that  the'corporate  registrant, 
Lynnfield  Drug,  Inc.,  was  CH-ganized  and 
created  by,  or  at  the  instance  of.  Mr. 
Sokolowskl,  and  that  Mr.  Sokcdowskl  was 
the  manager  of  the  business  and  the  only 
pharmacist  employed  there.”  Judge 
Young  further  observed  that  although 
the  Respondent  attempted  to  show  that 
other  natxual  pers<xis  owned  interests  in 
the  Respondent  corporation,  its  attempts 
to  demonstrate  a  bona  fide  equity  in¬ 
terest  in  the  corporation  by  Mr.  Zide 
[and  presumably  Mr.  Levine!  were  “con¬ 
siderably  less  than  crystal  clear.”  The 
Administrator  concurs  in  the  findings  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

Judge  Young  concluded  that  there  is  a 
lawful  basis  for  the  revocation  sought 
by  the  Order  to  Show  Cause.  After  citing 
the  general  principles  of  law  with  respect 
to  corporate  liability  for  the  acts  of  offi¬ 
cers  and  agents.  Judge  Young  found  that 
the  case  at  hand  was  analogous  to  that  in 
Arenstein  v.  California  State  Board  of 
Pharmacy,  71  Cal.  Rptr.  357,  265  C-A.  179 
(1968),  wherein  the  State  board  dis¬ 
ciplined  the  corporate  holder  of  a  phar¬ 
macy  permit  on  the  basis  of  illegal  acts 
committed  by  the  corporation’s  officers 
and  employees  and  done  in  the  course  of 
the  licensed  business.  The  Administrative 
Law  Judge  quoted  the  California  court, 
saying,  “If  a  licensee  elects  to  operate  his 
business  through  employees  he  must  be 
responsible  to  the  licensing  authority  for 
their  conduct  in  the  exercise  of  his  li¬ 
cense  and  he  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
his  agents  or  employees  done  in  the 
course  of  his  business  in  the  operation  of 
the  license.”  Hence.  Judge  Young  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  Administrator  could 
lawfully  revoke  this  corporation’s  regis¬ 
tration  and  that,  since  the  record  did 
not  clearly  show  the  presence  of  mitigat¬ 
ing  circumstances,  the  registration 
should  be  revoked. 

Judge  Young’s  conclusion  follows 
well-established  precedent  with  respect 
to  the  responsibility  of  corporate  regis¬ 
trants  for  the  acts  of  their  officers, 
agents  and  employees.  See.  for  example. 
Matter  of  Four  Comers  I^rmacy,  Inc., 
38  FR  30890 ;  and  Matter  of  Serling  Drug 
Company,  Inc.,  40  I^  11918,  affirmed 
without  written  opinion  by  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Sixth 
Circuit  at  524  F.  2d  1406  (1975).  To  hold 
otherwise  would  result  in  the  revocation 

the  registration  of  a  feltmlously  viola¬ 
tive  sole  proprietor  while  denying  the 
same  sanction  to  an  equally  violative 
registrant,  merely  because  the  latter  had 
adopted  a  corporate  or  partnership  form. 
Such  a  result  would  not  only  be  not  equi¬ 
table,  but  would  be  contrary  to  the  leg¬ 
islative  intent  bdblnd  the  enactment  of 
sections  303  and  S04  ci  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act. 

Having  reviewed  the  record  of  this 
proceeding  in  its  ^tlrety.  and  pursuant 
to  21  CFR  1316.66,  the  Administrator 
adopts  the  findings,  conclusions  and  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge. 

Accordingly,  under  the  authority  vest¬ 
ed  in  ttie  Attorney  General  by  Section 
304  of  the  Controlled  Substances  Act  (11 


U.S.C.  824) ,  and  redelegated  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  28  CPTl  §  0.100,  as 
amended,  the  Administrator  hereby  or¬ 
ders  that  the  registration  of  Lynnfield 
Drug.  Inc.,  AL5912111.  be,  and  it  hereby 
is,  revoked,  effective  thirty  days  from  Uie 
date  of  publication  of  this  Final  Order. 

Dated:  February  2, 1977. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 
Administrator. 

[PB  Doc.77-4350  FUed  2-»-77;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  77-71 

SPACE  PROGRAM  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

(SPAC);  APPLICATIONS  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The  ad  hoc  informal  Subcommittee  on 
Satellite  Telecommunicaticms  of  the 
SPAC  Applications  Committee  wUl  meet 
on  February  28,  1977,  at  NASA  Head¬ 
quarters,  Federal  Office  Building  lOB, 
Room  226A,  600  Indepiendence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Members  of  the 
public  will  be  admitted  to  the  meeting 
at  10:00  a.m.  cm  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis.  The  seating  capacity  of  the  room 
is  35  i)eople.  Visitors  will  be  requested  to 
sign  a  visitor’s  register. 

This  Subcwnmittee,  comprised  of  6 
members  including  the  Chn.lrmfl.Ti,  Mr. 
Thomas  Rogers,  serves  in  an  advisory 
cap>acity  only  and  will  recommend  a 
satellite  telecommunications  program  to 
NASA. 

For  further  information  regarding  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Mr.  Louis  B.  C. 
Fong,  (202)  755-8617.  The  apparoved 
agenda  for  the  meeting  on  February  28, 
1977,  is  as  follows : 

Time  Topic 

10:00  ajn -  Opening  Benuu^s  by  Chair¬ 

man. 

10:30  a.m -  Satellite  Telecommunica¬ 

tions  Program.  The  report 
of  the  National  Research 
Council-Space  Applications 
Board  Committee  on  Satel¬ 
lite  Communications  (CSC) 
will  be  reviewed  and  dis¬ 
cussed  and  a  plan  evolved 
on  how  the  Subcommittee 
win  proceed  to  formulate  a 
recommended  Satellite 
Telecomunlcatlons  Program 
for  NASA. 

8 : 30  pm _  Adjourn. 

Dated:  February  4,  1977. 

John  M.  Coulter. 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  DOD  and  Interagency  Affairs. 

[PR  Doe.77-4183  Filed  2-0-77:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  NEW 
TECHNOLOGICAL  USES  OF  COFY- 
RIGHTED  WORKS 

COMPUTER  PROGRAMS  AND  DATA 
BASES,  AND  PHOTOCOPYING 

Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  National  Oommfaadflo 
on  New  Technological  OSBee  of  Oopy- 
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nested  Works  will  be  held  at  10:00  ajn. 
(m  February  24  and  25  in  RoMn  209  of 
the  McGraw-Hill  Building,  1221  Avenue 
of  the  Americas,  New  York,  New  York. 
The  proceedings  will  be  devoted  to  con¬ 
sideration  of  preliminary  reports  pre¬ 
pared  by  Qommission  subcommittees 
concerned  with  copyright  protection  for 
computer  programs  and  c<»nputer  data 
bases,  and  with  the  impact  of  photocopy¬ 
ing  on  copyright.  The  meeting  will  be 
opened  to  the  public. 

Pull  transcripts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  purchase  from  National 
Technical  Information  Service  in  April 
1977;  information  can  be  obtained  frwn 
the  Commission. 

All  members  of  the  public,  including 
representatives  of  groups  concerned,  are 
invited  to  sulxnit  written  comments  re¬ 
lating  to  any  matters  under  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  consideration. 

All  such  comments  should  be  addressed 
to  Mrs.  Dee  Dougherty,  Administrative 
OfBcer,  National  Commlsslcm  on  New 
Technological  Uses  of  Copyrighted 
Works,  Washington,  D.C.  20558. 

Arthttr  J.  Ijivine, 
Executive  Director,  CONTU. 

IFR  Ooc.77-43ai  Filed S-9-77;8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  REGULATORY 
BIOLOGY 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Painel  for  Regtilatory  Biol¬ 
ogy- 

Date  and  Time:  February  28,  March  1  and  X 
1977,  9  a.m.  to  6  pm.  each  day. 

Place:  Room  331,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  1800  O  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Nancy  B.  Clark,  Pro¬ 
gram  Director,  Regulatory  Biology  Pro¬ 
gram,  Boom  333,  National  Science  Foimda- 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20660,  telephone 
(202)  632-4298. 

Purpose  of  Panel :  To  provide  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  concerning  support  for  re¬ 
search  in  Regulatmry  Biology. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals  and  projects  as  part  of  the  se¬ 
lection  process  fw  awards. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  and  proj¬ 
ects  being  reviewed  include  information  of 
a  proprietary  or  confidential  natme.  In¬ 
cluding  technical  Information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  individuals  associated 
with  the  proposals  and  projects.  These 
matters  are  within  exemptions  (4)  and  (6) 
of  6  D.S.C.  652(b),  Freedom  of  Information 
Act.  The  rendering  of  advice  by  the  pan^ 
is  considered  to  be  a  part  of  the  Founda¬ 
tion’s  deliberative  process  and  Is  thus  sub¬ 
ject  to  exemption  (6)  of  the  Act. 
Authority  to  Close  Meeting:  This  determina¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  pursuant  to  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  93-463.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  Management  Officer  was  delegated 


the  authority  to  make  determinations  by 

the  Director,  NSF,  on  February  11,  1976. 

Dated:  February  2, 1977, 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.77-4193  Filed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Changed  Meeting 

Revised  notice  of  meeting  on  Febru¬ 
ary  10  through  12,  1977.  'Hie  agenda  fOT 
this  meeting  will  be  revised  as  noted 
below. 

Thuksdat,  Februart  10,  1977 

8:4S  a.m.-9:4S  «.m. — Executive  Session 
(Open) :  The  Omnmlttee  will  hear  and  tUwrw 
Um  reports  of  ACRS  Subcommittees  and  con¬ 
sultants  who  may  be  present  regarding  the 
evaluation  of  selected  safety  issues  and  ge¬ 
neric  matters  related  to  light-water  reactors. 
Portions  will  be  closed  if  necessary  to  discuss 
proprietary  material  or  intra-agency  memo¬ 
randa  prepared  for  Internal  use  only. 

9:45  a.m.-12:45  p.m.  and  1:45  p.m.-5:45 
p.m. — Meeting  on  Evaluation  of  Selected 
Safety  Issues  and  Generic  Matters  related  to 
Light-Water  Reactors  (Open) :  The  Commit¬ 
tee  will  hear  presentations  and  hold  discus¬ 
sions  regarding  evaluation  of  selected  safety 
Issues  and  generic  matters  related  to  light- 
water  reactOTS.  Portions  of  this  session  will 
be  closed  if  necessary  to  receive  reports  from 
individual  NRC  employees  who  wlU  present 
their  personal  opinions  and  recommmdations 
only  in  confidence.  Portlmis  will  also  be 
closed  If  required  to  review  Proprietary  In- 
formaticHi  related  to  the  matters  being  con¬ 
sidered  and  intra-agency  memoranda  pre¬ 
pared  for  Internal  use  only. 

5:45  p.m.-e:30  p.m.:  Executive  Session 
(Open):  Ihe  Committee  wlU  hear  and  dis¬ 
cuss  reports  of  ACRS  Subcommittees  regard¬ 
ing  proposed  Regulatory  Oiildes  and  regula- 
toTf  activities  rtiated  to  the  practices  and 
p<fiicles  for  cmrectlon  of  ECCS  errors  lor 
operating  power  plants. 

PRroAT,  Febbuabt  11,  1977 

9:30  a.m.-12:30  p.m. — Meeting  With  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  NRO  Staff  (Open/Olosed) :  This 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  Include  sessiems 
with  the  Executive  Director  for  Operations 
and  other  members  of  the  NRC  Staff  related 
to  current  reactesr  curating  experience  and 
Ucensing  actions;  evaLxiatlon  of  (q>eclfic  ge¬ 
neric  matters  related  to  llghtwater  reutma. 
Including  performance  of  steam  generator 
tubes  in  pressurized  water  reactors  and  eval¬ 
uation  of  fuel  handling  accidents  inside 
containment;  and  evaluation  of  safety  re¬ 
search  data  and  regulatory  requirements  of 
the  Federal  Republic  of  Germany.  The  futiue 
schedule  for  ACRS  activities  will  be  discussed. 
Reports  will  be  made  to  the  Committee  re¬ 
garding  the  NRC  program  to  evaliute  in¬ 
tegrity  of  reactor  pressure  vessels  designed 
and  fabricated  to  the  ASMS  Boiler  and  Pres¬ 
sure  Vessel  Code  Sections  I  and  vm  and  the 
NRC  program  to  review  envlrcmmental  phe¬ 
nomena  at  sites  with  facilities  for  processing 
and  fabricating  plutonium.  A  portion  of  this 
session  will  be  closed  to  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  to  provide  for  a  report  on  and  discussion 


of  information  related  to  reactor  operations 
provided  in  confidence  by  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  and  classified  under  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  No.  11662. 

Non. — Subsequent  portions  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  on  February  li,  1977,  delayed  by 

45  minutes  to  provide  for  the  dlscu.ssiou 
noted  above. 

In  addition  to  minor  alternations  in 
the  scheduling  of  the  sessions  set  forth, 
this  revised  agenda  contains  the  addition 
of  one  item  not  previously  noticed — a 
closed  session  at  which  classified  infor¬ 
mation  supplied  in  confidence  by  a  for¬ 
eign  government  will  be  discussed.  This 
matter  was  not  previously  noticed  be¬ 
cause  it  did  not  come  to  the  attention 
of  the  Advisory  CXimmittee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards’  Office  until  February  4, 1977. 

I  have  determined  in  accordance  witii 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463 
that  it  is  necessary  to  close  this  portion 
erf  the  meeting  to  protect  material  which 
has  been  classified  under  Executive  Or- 
do*  No.  11652  (5  UJ3.C.  552(b)(1)  and 
that  separation  nonexempt  from  exempt 
material  during  this  session  is  not  con¬ 
sidered  practical. 

Note:  This  document  is  reprinted  without 
change  frc»n  the  inue  of  Tue-^sday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  8, 1977. 

Dated:  February  4, 1977. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR Doc .77-4187  FUed  2-7-77;8:45  amj 

REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

’Die  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regulate:  y 
Guide  Series.  TTils  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
erf  the  Commission’s  regulations  and.  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  informatiem  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.68,  “Initial  Te.  t 
T*rograms  for  Water-Cooled  Reactor 
Power  Plants,”  describes  the  general 
scope  and  depth  of  initial  test  programs 
acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  for  water- 
cool^  reactor  power  plants.  Separate 
regulatory  guides  providing  more  de¬ 
tailed  guidance  in  the  conduct  ot  initial 
test  programs  for  specific  systems  are  de¬ 
veloped  as  considered  necessary.  Such 
guides  are  now  being  designated  Regula¬ 
tory  Guide  1.68.x  series  guides. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.68.2,  “Initial  Start¬ 
up  Test  Program  to  Demonstrate  Remote 
Shutdown  Capability  for  Water-Cooled 
Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  amplifies  the 
guidance  provided  in  Regulatory  Guide 
1.68.  It  describes  in  more  detail  an  initial 
startup  test  program  acceptable  to  the 
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NRC  staff  for  demonstrating  hot  shut¬ 
down  capability  and  the  potential  for 
cold  shutdown  from  outside  the  control 
room.  This  guide  applies  to  water-cooled 
nuclear  power  plants. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  or  (2)  im¬ 
provements  in  all  published  guides  are 
encouraged  at  any  time.  Public  com¬ 
ments  on  Regulatory  Guide  1.68.2  will, 
however,  be  particularly  useful  in  eval¬ 
uating  the  need  for  an  early  revision  if 
received  by  April  8,  1977. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Branch. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for  In- 
8i>ectlon  at  the  Commlssi(m’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single  copies  of 
Issued  guides  (which  may  be  reproduced) 
or  for  placement  on  an  automatic  dis¬ 
tribution  list  for  single  copies  of  future 
guides  should  be  made  in  writing  to  the 
Director,  Ofltee  of  Standards  Develop¬ 
ment,  UJ3.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Telephone 
'  requests  cannot  be  accommodated.  Reg¬ 
ulatory  guides  are  not  cc^irlghted  and 
Commission  approval  is  not  required  to 
reproduce  them. 

(5nA.C.  652(a).) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  2nd 
day  of  February  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 

Director, 

OtHce  of  Standards  Development. 

[PR  Doc.77-il91  PUed  »-«-77;8:«  am) 


(Docket  Nos.  50-254  and  60-2651 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND  lOWA- 

ILLINOiS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  Ca 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses 

The  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commls- 
siOQ  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  Nos.  37  and  35  to  Facility 
Operating  license  Nos.  DPR-29  and 
DPRr-30  (respectively)  Issued  to  the 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company  (acting 
for  itself  and  on  behalf  of  the  lowa- 
minols  Gas  and  Electric  Company), 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  (H>eratlon  of  the  Quad  Cities  Unit 
Nos.  1  and  2  (the  facilities)  located  in 
Rock  Island  County,  Illinois.  ‘Diese 
amendments  are  effective  30  days  after 
the  date  of  Issuance. 

The  amendments  Incorporate  into  the 
Technical  Specifications  provisions  for 
spent  fuel  cask  handling  and  approves 
the  overhead  crane  handling  s3^t^  for 
Quad  Cfities  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2. 

The  application  for  these  amendments 
complies  witti  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Einergy  Act  of  1964, 
as  amended  (the  Act) .  and  the  CTommls- 
slon'k  rules  and  regulations.  Th^  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 


as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  C!FR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  these  amendments  do  not  involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ- 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
C7FR  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statem«it  or  negative  declaration 
and  environmental  impact  appraisal 
need  not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
Issuance  of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  these 
amendments  dated  March  2,  1976,  and 
related  filings  dated  November  8,  1974, 
Jime  10,  1975,  December  8,  1975,  Febru¬ 
ary  9,  1976  and  March  29,  1976;  (2) 
Amendment  Nos.  37  and  35  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-29  and  DPR-30:  and  (3)  the 
(Commission’s  concurrently  issued  Safety 
Evaluation.  AU  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the 
Moline  Public  LllH-ary,  at  504  17th  Street 
in  Moline,  Illinois  60265. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
UB.  Nuclear  RegiUatory  (Commission, 
Washingtmi,  D.C.  20555,  Att^tion:  Di¬ 
rector,  Divlsloti  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
27th  day  of  January,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommiS' 
slon. 


Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.77-3916  FUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
reqiured  by  the  Act  and  the  CMnmission’B 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
L  which  are  set  forth  In  the  license 
amendments.  Prior  public  notice  of  these 
amendments  was  not  required  since  the 
amendments  do  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ- 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
C7FR  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  or  negative  declaration 
and  environmental  impact  appraisal 
need  not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
section,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendments  dated  September  23  and 
December  16,  1976,  and  (2)  Amendments 
Nos.  25  and  22  to  Lic«ises  Nos.  DPR-39 
and  DPR-48.  All  of  these  Itrais  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis- 
sl(m’s  Public  Document  Rocnu,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  and  at  the 
Waukegan  Public  Library,  128  North 
County  Street,  Waukegan,  Illinois,  60685. 
A  c(H>y  of  item  (2)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
24th  day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.77-3917  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  amj 


(Dockat  No.  60-664] 

EXXON  NUCLEAR  CO,.  INC. 


[Docket  Nos.  60-296  and  60-304] 

(X)MMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Annendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  CTommisslon)  -  has  issued 
Amendments  Noe.  25  and  22  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DFR-39  and 
DPR-48  Issued  to  Commonwealth  Edison 
Company  (the  licensee),  wliich  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  cgieratlcm  of 
the  Zion  Station  Units  Nos.  1  and  2  (the 
facility)  located  in  Zion,  Illinois.  The 
amendments  are  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance. 

These  amendments  (1)  delete  the  re¬ 
quirement  to  perform  thermal  plume  dis¬ 
charge  studies  writh  Zion  Unit  No.  1  at 
full  power  operation,  (2)  revise  the  in¬ 
strumentation  requirements  for  the 
measurement  of  dissolved  oxygen,  and 
(3)  revise  the  requirements  for  the  meas- 
urment  of  circulating  water  ^T. 

The  ai^llcatlons  for  the  amendments 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Ekiergy  Act  of  1954. 
as  amended  (the  Act) .  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulatkms.  The  Corn- 


Notice  of  Availability  of  Applicant's 
Environmental  Report 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  regulations 
of  the  (TcMnmlsslon  in  10  CTR  Part  51. 
Exxon  Nuclear  Company.  Inc.,  has  filed 
an  envircounental  repoct,  docketed  De-  ^ 
cember  16,  1976,  in  suiKxirt  of  their  ap-  ' 
plication  to  construct  and  (Hierate  the 
Nuclear  Fuel  Recovery  and  Recycling 
Center  to  be  located  in  Roane  County, 
Tennessee.  The  report,  which  discusses 
environmental  considerations  related  to 
the  construction  and  operation  of  the 
pr(H>06ed  facility,  is  availahle  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Ccnmnlssion’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the  Oak 
Ridge  Public  Library,  Civic  C^ter,  Oak 
Ridge,  Tennessee.  Copies  d  the  report 
are  also  being  made  available  at  the 
State  Clearinghouse.  Director.  Ofl3ce  of 
Urban  and  Federal  Affairs,  108  Parkway 
Towers,  404  James  Robertson  Paikway. 
Nashville,  Tennessee,  and  at  the  East 
Tennessee  Development  District,  mo 
Lake  Avenue,  KnoxriDe,  Tenncasee 
37916.  i 

After  the  environmental  report  has 
been  analysed  by  the  staff,  a  draA  envt- 
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ronmental  statement  will  be  prepared. 
Upon  preparation  of  the  draft  envircm- 
mental  statement,  the  Commission  will, 
among  other  things,  cause  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  a  sum¬ 
mary  notice  of  availability  of  the  draft 
statement,  with  a  request  for  comments 
from  interested  persons  on  the  draft 
statement.  The  summary  notice  will  also 
contain  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
comments  of  Federal  agencies  and  State 
and  local  officials  will  be  made  available 
when  received.  Upon  consideration  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
draft  environmnetal  statement,  the  staff 
will  prepare  a  final  environmnetal  state¬ 
ment,  the  availability  of  which  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Elated  at  Silver  Spring.  Maryland,  this 
27th  day  of  January,  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  M.  Bernero,  ' 
Chief,  Fuel  Reprocessing  and 
Recycle  Branch  Division  of 
Fuel  Cycle  and  Material 
Safety. 

[FR  Doc.77-3912  FUeU  2  i-T7.3  4-5  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-6«41 

EXXON  NUCLEAR  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Application  for 
Construction  Permit 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
regulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilizaticxi  Facilities,'*  Part 
51,  “Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  and  Part  2.  “Rules  of  Practice,”  no¬ 
tice  Is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  before  an  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  (Board) ,  to  consider  the 
application  filed  under  the  Act  by  Exxon 
Nuclear  Company,  Inc.  (the  applicant), 
for  a  construction  permit  for  a  reprocess¬ 
ing  plant  designated  as  the  Nuclear  Fuel 
Recovery  tmd  Recycling  Center  (the  fa¬ 
cility),  which  will  have  the  capacity  to 
store  up  to  ai^roxtmately  7000  tonnes 
of  irradiated  nuclear  fuel  and  to  proc¬ 
ess  '2100  tonnes  <rf  fuel  per  year.  Hie 
proposed  facility  is  to  be  located  In  Roane 
Coimty,  Tennessee. 

The  hearing,  which  will  be  scheduled 
to  begin  In  the  vicinity  of  the  site  of  tee 
proposed  facility,  will  be  conducted  by 
an  Atomic  Safely  and  Licensing  Board 
(Rpard),  which  has  been  designated  by 
the  Chairman  (rf  tee  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  PaneL  The  Board  ccm- 
sists  of  Dr.  Oscar  H.  Paris,  member; 
Dr.  Hugh  C.  Paxton,  member;  and 
Sheldon  J.  Wolfe,  Esq.,  Chairman. 

Pursuant  to  10  C7FR  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board  will 
exercise  tee  authority  and  tee  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  ot  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  win  be  publlteed  In  the  Fbd- 
EBAL  Rxgistxb  at  a  lato*  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Ocunmlsslon’s 
staff  of  a  favorable  safety  evaluation  of 


the  application  and  an  environmental 
review,  and  upon  receipt  of  a  repSrt  by 
the  Advisory  Conunittee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards,  the  Director  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards  will 
consider  making  affirmative  finding.^  on 
Items  1-3,  a  negative  finding  on  Item  4. 
and  an  affirmative  finding  on  Item  3 
specified  below  as  a  basis  for  the  issuance 
of  a  construction  permit  to  the  aw>li- 
cant.  In  the  event  that  a  separate  hear¬ 
ing  is  held  with  respect  to  a  limited  work 
authorization.  Item  6  below  describes  the 
matters  for  consideration. 

Issues  Pursu.ant  to  the  .Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954.  .as  .\mended 

1.  Whether  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  10  CFK  ?  50.35* a >  :  ta*  The 
applicant  has  described  the  proposed 
design  of  the  facility  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  the  principal  architectural  and 
engineering  criteria  for  the  design,  and 
has  identified  the  major  features  or 
components  incorporated  therein  for  the 
protection  of  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public; 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  ccwn- 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  consideration 
will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety 
analysis  report; 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  appli¬ 
cant  and  the  applicant  has  identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted  a  research 
and  development  progrsun  reasonably 
designed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions 
associated  with  such  features  or  com¬ 
ponents;  and 

(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing, 
there  is  reasonable  assurance  that  such 
safety  questions  will  be  satisfactorily  re¬ 
solved  at  or  before  the  latest  date  stated 
in  the  application  for  completion  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  proposed  facility  and  the 
proposed  facility  can  be  constructed  and 
operated  at  the  proposed  location  without 
undue  risk  to  the  healte  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  applicant  is  technically 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the  pro¬ 
posed  facility; 

3.  Wheteer  the  aiH>llcant  Is  financially 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the  pro¬ 
posed  facility;  and 

4.  Whether  the  Issuance  of  a  permit 
for  construction  of  tee  facility  win  be 
inimical  to  tee  ccmunon  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  or  to  the  healte  and  safety  of  tee 
public. 

Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  P(H,iCT  Act  1969  (NEPA) 

5.  Whether,  In  accordance  with  tee  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  Part  51.  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  should  be  issued  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

Issues  Pursuant  to  CFR  i  2.761a. 

(LlMim)  WOEK  Authoueation) 

6.  Pursuant  to  Ip  CFR  2.761a,  a  sep¬ 
arate  hearing  and  partial  decision  by 
the  Board  on  Issues  pursuant  to  NEPA 
and  general  site  suitability  and  certain 
other  possible  issues  nmy  be  held  and 


Issued  prior  to  and  separate  from  the 
hearing  and  decision  on  other  issues.  In 
the  event  the  Board,  after  tee  hearing, 
makes  favorable  findings  on  such  issues, 
the  Director  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety 
and  Safeguards  may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
50.10(e)  authorize  the  applicant  to  con¬ 
duct  certain  onsite  work  entirely  at  its 
own  risk  prior  to  completion  (rf  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  proceeding. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is  not 
a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined  by  10 
CFR  2.4(n».  the  Board  will  determine 
without  conducting  a  de  novo  evalua¬ 
tion  of  the  application;  (1)  whether  the 
application  and  the  record  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  contain  sufficient  information, 
the  review  of  the  applies ticm  by  the  Com- 
mission  s  staff  has  been  adequate  to  sup¬ 
port  the  prc^x>sed  findings  to  be  made 
by  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Material 
^fety  and  Safeguards  on  Items  1-4 
above,  and  to  support,  insofar  as  the 
Commission’s  license  requirements  under 
the  Act  are  concerned,  the  issuance  of 
the  construction  permit  pr<gx>sed  by  the 
Director  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguards;  and  (2)  whether  the  NEPA 
review  conducted  by  the  Commission's 
staff  has  been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding.  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  for  determining  whether  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  should  be  issued  to  the 
applicant. 

With  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re- 
sponsibihties  under  NEPA.  and  regardless 
of  whether  the  proceeding  is  contested  or 
uncontested,  the  Board  wiU,  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  51.52(c)  of  10  CFR  Part  51; 

( I )  determine  whether  tee  requirements 
of  section  102(2)  (A),  (C),  and  (D)  of 
NEIPA  and  Part  51  have  been  complied 
with  in  this  proceeding;  (2)  independ¬ 
ently  consider  the  final  balance  among 
coasting  factors  contained  in  the  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  proceeding  for  the  permit  with 
a  view  to  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken;  and  (3)  determine 
after  weighing  the  environmentaL  eco¬ 
nomic,  technical  and  other  benefits 
against  environmental  and  other  costs, 
and  considering  available  ahematives 
whether  a  construction  permit  should  be 
issued,  denied,  or  iq;>pr(H)rtately  condi- 
tiemed  to  protect  environmental  values. 

Hie  Boe^  will  c<mvene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conferoice  of  tee  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  tlieir 
conuseL  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  deems 
appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  tee  matters  specified  in  10  CTli 
2.751a. 

The  Board  will  convaie  a  prehearing 
conference  of  the  parties,  or  th^  coun- 
sei,  to  be  hdd  subsequent  to  any  required 
special  prehearing  conference,  and  wlteln 
sixty  (QO)  days  after  discovery  has  been 
comideted  or  at  such  oteer  time  as  the 
Board  may  specify,  for  tee  purpose  at 
dealing  with  tee  matters  spedfled  in  10 
CFR  2.752. 
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The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference, 
prehearing  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing,  and  the  respective  notices  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

,  Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFTR  2.715.  A  person 
making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the  rec¬ 
ord.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but 
may  state  his  position  and  raise  ques¬ 
tions  which  he  would  like  to  to  have  an¬ 
swered  to  the  extent  that  the  questions 
are  within  the  scope  of  Items  1-5  above. 
Limited  appearances  will  be  premitted 
at  the  time  of  the  hearing  at  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Board,  within  such  limits  and 
on  such  conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by 
the  Board.  Persons  desiring  to  make  a 
limited  appearance  are  requested  to  in¬ 
form  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
by  April  11,  1977.  The  presiding  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  may  make 
further  provision  with  respect  to  limited 
appearances  subsequently  during  the 
course  of  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  the  proceeding 
must  file  a  written  petition  imder  oath 
or  affirmation  for  leave  to  intervene  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
2.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
shall  set  forth  the  interest  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that  inter¬ 
est  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of  the 
proceeding,  and  any  other  contentions  of 
the  petitioner  including  the  facts  and 
reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted  to 
intervene,  with  particular  reference  to 
the  following  factors;  (1)  the  nature  of 
the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act  to 
be  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding,  (2) 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner’s 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  in 
the  proceeding:  and  (2)  the  possible  ef¬ 
fect  of  any  order  which  may  be  entered 
In  the  proceeding  on  the  petitioner’s  in¬ 
terest.  Any  such  petition  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  supporting  affidavit  identi¬ 
fying  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects  of  the 
subject  matter  of  the  proceeding  as  to 
which  the  petitioner  wishes  to  intervene 
and  setting  forth  with  particularity  both 
the  facts  pertaining  to  his  interest  and 
the  basis  for  his  contentions  with  regard 
to  each  aspect  on  which  he  desires  to  in¬ 
tervene.  A  petition  that  sets  forth  con¬ 
tentions  relating  only  to  matters  outside 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  will 
be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limtatlons  in  the  order  granting  leave 
to  Intervene,  and  have  the  opportunity 
to  participate  fully  in  the  conduct  (ff 
the  hearing,  including  the  <^portunlty 
to  present  evidence  and  cross-examine 
witnesses. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  Interven^must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  ot  the  Oom- 
mlssion  and  others  as  specified  below 
by  March  14.  1977.  A  petklcm  for  leave 
to  intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not 


be  entertained  absent  a  determinatiwi 
by  the  Board  that  the  petitioner,  in  ad- 
dition  to  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(d),  has  made  a  substantial  show¬ 
ing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to  file  on 
time.  The  reasons  for  the  tardiness  in 
filing  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene, 
as  well  as  the  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  shall  be  considered  in 
making  a  determination  whether  there 
has  been  a  substantial  showing  of  good 
cause  by  the  petitioner. 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicant  by  March  2. 1977. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  United  States  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Section,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washingrtbn, 
D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the  Board, 
parties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an  origi¬ 
nal  and  twenty  (20)  conformed  copies 
of  each  such  paper  with  the  Commission. 
A  copy  of  any  petition  for  intervention 
should  also  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  to 
LeBoeuf,  Lamb,  Leiby  &  MacRae,  1757 
N  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036, 
Attention:  Mr.  L.  M.  Trosten,  Attorney 
for  the  applicant. 

For  further  details,  see  the  partial  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  construction  permit  dated 
January  28  and  Jime  12,  1976,  and  the 
applicant’s  environmental  report  dock¬ 
eted  December  16,  1976,  which,  along 
with  any  amendments  or  supplements 
thereto  are  or  will  be  available  as  noted 
above  for  public  inspection  at  the  Cwn- 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between 
the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  on 
weekdays.  Copies  of  these  documents 
will  also  be  available  at  the  Oak  Ridge 
Public  Library,  Civic  Center,  Oak  Ridge, 
Tennessee,  for  inspection  by  members 
of  the  public  between  the  hours  of  10 
a.m.  to  9  p.m.,  Monday  through  Thurs¬ 
day;  10  a.m.  to  6  pm.  Friday;  9  a.m.  to 
6  p.m.  Saturday;  and  2  pm.  to  6  pm. 
Simday.  As  they  become  available,  a  copy 
of  the  safety  evaluation  report  by  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Material 
Safety  and  Safeguards,  the  draft  and 
final  environmental  statements,  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Reac¬ 
tor  Safeguards  (ACRS),  the  proposed 
construction  permit,  the  transcripts  of 
the  prehearing  conferences  and  the 
hearing,  and  other  relevant  documents, 
will  also  be  available  at  the  above  loca¬ 
tions.  Copies  of  the  pr<H>osed  construc¬ 
tion  permit  and  the  ACRS  report  may 
be  obtained,  when  available,  by  request 
to  the  Director,  Division  of  Fuel  Cycle 
and  Material  Safety,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards,  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commisskm, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Copies  of  the 
Office  of  Nuclear  Material  Safety  and 
Safeguard’s  safety  evaluation  report  and 


final  environmental  statement,  when 
available,  may  be  purchased  at  current 
rates,  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service,  Springfield,  Va.  22161. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  January,  1977. 

United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

Samuel  J.  Chilk, 
Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

[  FR  Doc.77-3913  FUed  2-9-77;  8 : 45  am ) 


[E)ocket  No.  60-289] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  23  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPRr-50,  issued  to  Metro¬ 
politan  Edison  Company,  Jersey  Central 
Power  &  light  Company,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Company  (the  licensees) , 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Three  Mile  Island 
Nuclear  Station,  Unit  No.  1  (the  facility) 
located  in  Dauphin  County,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  provisions 
in  the  Technical  Specifications  relating 
to  the  frequency  at  which  a  cow  census 
wall  be  performed  and  the  location  of  one 
sampling  station. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  pulfiic  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environment  Impact  state¬ 
ment,  or  negative  declaration  and  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  September  4, 1975  and 
November  22,  1976,  and  (2)  Amendment 
No.  23  to  License  No.  DPR-50.  Both  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  PuUle 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Publications  Section,  State  Li¬ 
brary  of  Pennsylvania,  Box  1601  (Educa¬ 
tion  Building) ,  Harrisburg,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

A  copy  of  Item  (2)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  UE.  Nu¬ 
clear  R^Rilatory  Ccumnlsslcm,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director.  Di¬ 
vision  of  Operating  Reactors. 
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Dated  at  Betliesda,  Maryland,  this  17th 
day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  CommiS' 
Sion. 


Robert  W.  Reib. 
Chief,  Operating  Reacton 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[r-H  DOO.T7-3918  Filed  2-9-77. 8-45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-245] 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO., 

ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Provisional  Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatoiy  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  35  to  Provisional  Oper¬ 
ating  License  No.  DPR-21  issued  to 
Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Company,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company.  West¬ 
ern  Massachusetts  Electric  Company, 
and  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  for  operation  of  the  Millstone  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Station,  Unit  No.  1,  located 
in  Waterford,  Connecticut.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  is¬ 
suance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  technical 
specifications  to  provide  for  installation 
and  operation  of  an  interim  off-gas 
treatment  system  (ICXlS)  for  Millstone 
Unit  No.  1.  Specifically,  technical  speci¬ 
fication  3.8.A.3  has  been  revised  to  lower 
the  noble  gas  in-process  activity  inven¬ 
tory  of  the  lOGS  from  2.48  to  1.37  cl/sec. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  CThapter  L  which  are  set  forth  in 
the  license  amendment.  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Pro¬ 
visional  Operating  License  in  connection 
with  this  action  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  13,  1976 
(41  FR  38831) .  No  request  for  a  hearing 
or  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  was 
filed  following  notice  of  the  proposed 
action. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  win  not 
result  in  any  significant  «ivlronmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  invlronmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
envircHunental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  preimred  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  t4)plication  fiM* 
amendment  dated  July  20.  1976.  (2) 
Amendmoit  No.  35  to  License  No.  Z^R- 
21,  and  (3)  ttie  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  put^  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Dooiment  Room. 
1717  H  Street  NW..  Washington.  D.C. 
and  at  the  Waterford  Public  Library. 
Rope  Perry  Road.  Route  156,  Waterford. 
Connecticut. 


A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  kZ)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  tlie 
UR.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20555.  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  1st 
day  of  February  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


James  J.  Shea. 

Acting  Chief.  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.77-3919  Plied  2-9-77,8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-390  and  50-391] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Establishment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 

Licensing  Board  To  Rule  on  Petitions 

Pursuant  to  delegation  by  the  Commts- 
si<xi  dated  December  29.  1972,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (37  FR  28710) 
and  S§  2.105,  2.700,  2.702,  2.714,  2.714a. 
2,717  and  2.721  of  the  CTommission’s  reg- 
ulaticms,  all  as  amended,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  is  being  es¬ 
tablished  to  rule  on  petitions  and/or  re¬ 
quests  for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proceeding: 

Tennesseb  Vallet  -Adthokitt 

(Watts  Bar  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2) 
Construction  Permits  Nos.  CPPR-91  and 
CPPR-92. 

This  action  is  In  reference  to  a  notice 
published  by  the  Ccmunlssion  (m  Decem¬ 
ber  27, 1976,  in  the  Federal  Register  (41 
FR  56244)  entitled  “Receipt  of  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Facility  Licenses;  Oonslderatioii 
of  Issuance  of  Facility  Operating  li¬ 
censes  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing”. 

The  members  of  the  Board  and  ad¬ 
dress  are  as  follows: 

Marshall  E.  Miller  Ssq..  Chairman 
Dr.  Richard  P.  Cole,  Membw 
Lester  Komblith,  Member 

The  address  for  all  the  Board  Mem¬ 
bers  is: 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Bocud  Panel. 

CB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

Washington.  DC.  20556. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Mar>'land,  this  2Qd 
day  of  February  1977. 

Atomic  Safety  ahd  Licens¬ 
ing  Board  Panel, 

J.vMES  R.  Yore, 

Chairman 

[PR  Doc .77-3926  Piled  2-9-77;f  :45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN-50-566:  STN-,50-667J 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTNORITY  (YEL¬ 
LOW  CREEK  NUCLEAR  PLANT,  UNITS  1 
AND  2) 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Application  for 
Construction  Permits 

Pursuant  to  the  At<xnlc  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (die  Act) ,  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facillti^’*  Part 
51.  “Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 


Procedures  for  Envirwim«ital  Protec¬ 
tion,”  and  Part  2.  “Rules  of  Practice,” 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  before  an  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board,  to  consider  the  applica¬ 
tion  filed  under  the  Act  by  the  Tennessee 
VaUey  Authority  (the  applicant)  for  c(«i- 
struction  permits  for  two  pressurized 
water  nuclear  reactors  designated  as  the 
Yellow  C)reelc  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and 
2  (the  facilities),  each  of  which  will  be 
designed  for  operation  at  3800  mega¬ 
watts  core  thermal  power  with  a  net  elec¬ 
trical  output  of  approximately  1300  meg¬ 
awatts.  The  proposed  facilities  are  to  be 
located  in  TishtMningo  County.  Missis- 
sippL 

The  hearing,  wliich  will  be  scheduk*i 
to  begin  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site  of  the 
proposed  facilities,  will  be  conducted  by 
an  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
(Board),  which  has  been  designated  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel.  The  Board  con¬ 
sists  of  Lester  Komblith,  Dr.  Oscar  H. 
Paris,  and  John  M.  Frysiak,  Esquire, 
Chairman. 

Piu^uant  to  10  CFR  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Beard  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
function  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fer- 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Commissiou's 
staff  of  a  favorable  safety  evaluation  of 
the  application  and  an  environmental 
review,  and  up(«  receipt  of  a  repml  by 
the  Advisory  Committee  on  ReacbM-  Safe¬ 
guards.  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  will  consider  making  affirma¬ 
tive  findings  on  Items  1-3,  a  negative 
finding  on  Item  4,  and  an  affleznative 
finding  on  Item  5  specified  below  as  a 
basis  for  the  Issuance  of  construction 
permits  to  the  applicant  In  the  event 
that  a  separate  hearing  Is  held  with  re¬ 
spect  to  a  limited  work  authorization. 
Item  6  below  describes  the  matters  for 
consideration. 

Issues  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  or  1954,  as  Amended 

1.  Whether  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  50.35 (a):  (a)  The 
applicant  has  described  tiie  pn^xjsed 
design  of  the  facilities  Including,  but  not 
limited  to,  the  principal  architectural 
and  engineering  criteria  for  the  design, 
and  has  identified  the  major  features  or 
components  Incorporated  therein  for  the 
protection  of  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public; 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  consideration, 
will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety  analy¬ 
sis  report; 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  bem  described  by  the 

cant  and  the  apidlcant  has  Identified, 
and  tha*e  will  be  conducted  a  research 
and  development  program  recwonably 
designed  to  resolve  aziy  safety  questions 
associated  with  soch  features  or  com¬ 
ponents;  and 
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(d)  On  the  basis  of  tiie  foregoing, 
there  Is  reasonable  assurance  that  (1) 
such  safety  questions  wUl  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  at  or  before  the  latest  date 
stated  in  the  application  for  completion 
of  construction  of  the  proposed  facilities, 
and  (11)  taking  into  consideration  the 
site  criteria  contained  in  10  C7FR  Part 
100,  the  proposed  facilities  can  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  at  the  proposed 
location  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  applicant  is  technicaUy 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the 
proposed  facilities; 

3.  Whether  the  applicant  is  financially 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the 
proposed  facilities;  and 

4.  Whether  the  Issuance  of  permits  for 
construction  of  the  facilities  will  be  in¬ 
imical  to  the  common  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  op  1969  (NEPA) 

5.  Whether,  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  C7FR  Part  51,  the  con¬ 
struction  permits  should  be  issued  as 
proposed. 

Issues  Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.761a  (Lim¬ 
ited  Work  Authorization) 

6.  Pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  2.761a,  a  sep¬ 
arate  hearing  and  partial  decision  by  the 
Board  (m  issues  pursuant  to  NCPA  and 
goieral  site  suitability  and  certain  other 
possible  Issues  may  be  held  and  issued 
prior  to  and  separate  from  the  hearing 
and  decision  on  other  issues.  In  the  event 
the  Board,  after  the  hearing,  makes  fa¬ 
vorable  findings  on  such  Issues,  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation 
may,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  50.10(e)  au¬ 
thorize  the  applicant  to  conduct  certain 
onsite  work  entirely  at  its  own  risk  prior 
to  completion  of  the  remainder  of  the 
proceeding. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is  not 
a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined  by  10 
CFR  2.4(n).  the  Board  will  determine 
without  conducting  a  de  novo  evaluation 
of  the  application:  (1)  whether  the  ap- 
pUcatlcm  and  the  record  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing  contain  sufficient  Information,  the 
review  of  the  application  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  staff  has  beoi  adequate  to  sup¬ 
port  the  proposed  findings  to  be  made 
by  the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Reg¬ 
ulation  on  Itons  1-4  above,  and  to  sup¬ 
port,  Insofar  as  the  Ckimmisslon’s  licens¬ 
ing  requirements  under  the  Act  are  con¬ 
cerned,  the  issuance  of  the  construction 
permits  proposed  by  the  Director  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation;  and  (2) 
whether  the  NEPA  review  conducted 
by  the  Commission’s  staff  has  been 
adequate. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding  the  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  In  this  proceeding.  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  fcx*  determining  whether  the 
ccmstruction  permits  should  be  Issued  to 
the  iqiidlcant. 

'^th  respect  to  the  Commission’s  re- 
spMisfbDRles  under  NEPA,  and  regard¬ 


less  of  whether  the  proceeding  Is  c(Hitest- 
ed  or  uncontested,  the  Board  will,  in 
accordance  with  1 51.52(c)  of  10  CFR 
Part  51:  (1)  determine  whether  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  102(2)  (A),  (C), 
and  (D)  of  NEPA  and  Part  51  have  been 
complied  with  in  this  proceeding;  (2) 
independently  consider  the  final  balance 
among  conflicting  factors  contained  In 
the  record  of  the  proceeding  for  the  per¬ 
mits  with  a  view  to  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken;  and  (3) 
determine  after  weighing  the  envii*on- 
mental,  economic,  technical  and  other 
benefits  against  environmental  and  other 
costs,  and  considering  available  alterna¬ 
tives  whether  the  construction  permits 
should  be  issued,  denied,  or  appropriately 
conditioned  to  protect  environmental 
values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conference  of  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  their 
counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  de^s 
appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  matters  specified  In  10  CFR 
2.751a. 

•rhe  Board  will  convene  a  prehearing 
conference  of  the  parties,  or  toeir  coun¬ 
sel,  to  be  held  subsequent  to  any  required 
special  prehearing  conference,  and  with¬ 
in  sixty  (60)  days  after  discovery  has 
been  completed  or  at  such  other  time  as 
the  Board  may  specify,  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  matters  specified  in 
10  CFR  2.752. 

The  Board  will  set  the  time  and  place 
for  any  tpeclal  prehearing  conference, 
prehearing  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing,  and  the  respective  notices  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  Is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.715.  A  person 
making  a  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the  rec¬ 
ord.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but  may 
state  his  position  and  raise  questions 
which  he  would  like  to  have  answered  to 
the  extent  that  the  questions  are  within 
the  scope  of  It^s  1-5  above.  Limited 
appearances  will  be  permitted  at  the 
time  of  the  hearing  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Board,  within  such  limits  and  mi 
such  conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the 
Board.  Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limit¬ 
ed  appearance  are  requested  to  inform 
the  Secretary  of  the  Ccxnmisslon  by  April 
12,  1977.  ’Ihe  presiding  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  may  make  further 
provisions  with  respect  to  limited  ap¬ 
pearances  sifbsequently  during  the  course 
of  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  whose  Interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes  to 
participate  as  a  party  In  the  proceeding 
must  file  a  written  petition  under  oath 
or  affirmation  for  leave  to  Intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10  C!FR 
2.714.  A  petiticHi  for  leave  to  Intervene 
shall  set  forth  the  Interest  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  In  the  proceeding,  how  that  inter¬ 


est  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of  the 
proceeding,  and  any  other  contentions 
of  the  petitioner  Including  the  facts  and 
reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted  to 
Intervene  with  particular  reference  to 
the  following  factms:  (1)  the  nature  of 
the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act  to 
be  made  a  party  to  the  proceeding;  (2) 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner's 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  in 
the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the  possible 
effect  of  any  order  which  may  be  en¬ 
tered  in  the  proceeding  on  the  petition¬ 
er’s  interest.  Any  such  petition  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
identifying  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects 
of  the  subject  matter  of  the  proceeding 
as  to  which  the  petitioner  wishes  to  in¬ 
tervene  and  setting  forth  with  particu¬ 
larity  both  the  facts  pertaining  to  his 
interest  and  the  basis  for  his  conten¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  each  aspect  on  which 
he  desires  to  intervene.  A  petition  that 
sets  forth  contentions  relating  only  to 
matters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
CommissiOTi  will  be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  Intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave  to 
intervene,  and  have  the  miportunity  to 
participate  fully  in  the  conduct  of  the 
hearing,  including  the  opportunity  to 
present  evidence  and  cross-examine  wit¬ 
nesses. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
March  14,  1977.  A  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not  be 
entertained  absent  a  determination  by 
the  Board  that  the  petitioner,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(d),  has  made  a  substantial  show¬ 
ing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to  file  on 
time.  ’The  reasons  for  the  tardiness  in 
filing  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene, 
as  well  as  the  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  shall  be  considered  in 
making  a  determination  whether  there 
hqs  been  a  substantial  showing  of  good 
cause  by  the  petitioner. 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.705,  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicant  by  March  2,  1977. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  United  States  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Section,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Pending  further  order  of  the 
Board,  parties  are  required  to  file,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708. 
an  (Mrlglnal  and  twenty  (20)  conformed 
copies  of  each  such  paper  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  A  copy  of  any  petition  for  Inter- 
ventl(Hi  should  also  be  sent  to  the  Elxec- 
utive  Legal  Director,  UB.  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  CTommlsslon,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  and  to  Ho-bert  8.  Sanger.  Jr. 
Esq.,  General  Counsel.  Tennessee  ITalley 
Authority,  400  Commerce  Avenue,  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tennessee  37902,  attorney  for  Qie 
applicant. 
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For  further  details  see  the  application 
for  construction  permits  dated  July  16. 
1976,  including  site  suitability  informa¬ 
tion.  the  applicant’s  full  preliminary 
safety  analysis  report,  and  the  apiHl- 
cant’s  environmental  report  dated  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976,  which,  along  with  any 
amendments  or  supplements  thereto,  are 
or  will  be  available  as  noted  above  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  on  week¬ 
days.  Copies  of  those  dociunents  will  also 
be  available  at  the  Corinth  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  1023  Fillmore  Street,  Corinth, 
Mississippi  38834,  for  inspection  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  between  the  hours  of 
9  a.m.  and  8  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Thursday,  and  9  a.m.  and  5  p.m.,  Friday 
and  Saturday.  • 

As  they  become  available  a  copy  of  the 
safety  evaluation  report  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  OfiBce  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regula¬ 
tion,  the  draft  and  final  environmental 
statements,  the  report  oi  the  Advisory 
Conunittee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
(ACRS) ,  the  proposed  construction  per¬ 
mits,  the  transcripts  of  the  prehearing 
conferences  and  of  the  hearing,  and 
other  relevant  dociunents,  will  also  be 
available  at  the  above  locations.  C<H>ies 
of  the  proposed  construction  permits  smd 
the  ACRS  report  may  be  obtained,  when 
available,  by  request  to  the  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Project  Management,  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regidation,  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Cities  of  the 
Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation’s 
safety  evaluation  report  and  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement,  when  available, 
-  may  be  purchased  at  ciur^t  rates,  from 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  1st 
day  of  February,  1977. 

United  States  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

Sabtoel  J.  Chujc. 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

(PR  DOCT7-3914  Piled  2-9-77;8:46  ami 


DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  STANDARD 
REVIEW  PLANS,  PART  I 

Availability  of  Draft  for  Public  Comment 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  is 
developing  Environmental  Standard  Re¬ 
view  Plans  (ESRPs)  for  the  purpose  of 
directing  the  NRC  staff’s  environmental 
review  of  applications  for  nuclear  power 
plant  construction  permits.  When  cmn- 
pleted,  these  plans  win  serve  to  Inform 
Interested  parties  of  the  nature  of  the 
technical  portion  of  the  envlrcmmental 
review  and  the  basis  for  the  various  tech¬ 
nical  conclusions  made. 

Draft  Environmental  Standard  Review 
Plans,  Part  I.  covers  i^roximately  (me- 
thlrd  of  the  total  plans  to  be  completed. 
The  remaining  plans  win  be  issued  later 
in  1977. 

Interested  pers<»i8  may  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  the  Draft  ESIU*,  Part  L  for  the 


Commissl(m's  ccmsideration.  Comments 
are  due  by  May  15, 1977. 

The  Draft  Envlrcmmental  Standard 
Review  Plans.  Part  L  (NUREa-0158)  is 
avaUable  for  inspecUcm  by  the  public  in 
the  Commission’s  PubUc  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  Requests  for  single  copies  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Director,  Division  of 
Site  Safety  and  Environmental  Analysis. 
Office  of  Nuclear  -Reactor  Regulation, 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commissiwi, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

Dated  at  Rockville.  Maryland  this  1st 
day  of  February  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr., 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 

(PR  Doc.77-3916  Piled  2-9-77;8;45  amj 


(Docket  No.  60-247] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  CO.  OF  NEW 

YORK,  INC.  (INDIAN  POINT  STATION, 

UNIT  NO.  2) 

Order  Convening  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  extension  of  interim 
operation  period. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  has  considered  with  the  attorneys 
for  the  several  parties  in  this  proceeding 
the  selection  of  a  date  convenlmt  for 
resiunlng  the  hearings  to  cimsider  the 
items  unfinished  at  the  December  1976 
sessions  and  also  to  receive  fit»n  the 
Regulatory  Staff  and  the  Applicant  the 
cost-benefit  analyses  prepared  in  the  re¬ 
cess  since  December.  TTie  date  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  23rd  is  convenioit  to  all  parties. 

Wherefore,  it  is  ordered,  in  accordance 
with  the  At<Hnlc  Energy  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  that  an  evldoiti- 
ary  hearing  in  this  proceeding  shall 
convene  at  9 : 00  am.  on  Wednesday,  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1977  in  the  Ceremonial  Court- 
ro<xn  of  the  Westchester  County  Court¬ 
house,  111  Grove  Street,  White  Plains, 
New  York  10601. 

Issuer  February  3,  1977,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Samuel  W.  Jensch, 

Chairman. 

(PR  Doc.77-4166  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  STN  60-482] 

KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 
KANSAS  CITY  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
(WOLF  CREEK  GENERATING  STATION, 
UNIT  1) 

Order  Convening  Evidentiary  Hearing 
ITie  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  by  s^iarate  determination  and 
Order  has  considered  the  motion  to  re- 


(H>en  this  moceeding  filed  by  Mid-Amer¬ 
ica  Coalltiim  for  Energy  Alternatives. 
The  Board  has  granted  the  motion  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  a  seven-page  Order 
to  consider  the  financial  capability  of  the 
Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and 
Kansas  City  Power  and  Light  Company 
(Applicants)  to  construct  and  operate 
the  proposed  nuclear  power  generating 
station  identified  as  Wolf  Creek,  Unit 
No.  1. 

This  Order  is  the  abbreviated  form  of 
the  seven-page  Order  and  determina¬ 
tion  reopening  the  proceeding  for  rea¬ 
sons  shown  therein  and  to  which  refer¬ 
ence  is  made. 

Wherefore,  it  is  ordered,  in  accordance 
with  the  Atomic  Energy  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  of  Practice  of  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  that  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  shall  convene  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  Tuesday.  March  22,  1977,  in 
R(x>m  205,  Legislative  CHiambers,  Jack- 
son  County  Courthouse,  415  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 

Issued:  February  4,  1977,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board. 

Samuel  W.  Jensch. 

Chairman. 

(PR  Doc  77^167  Piled  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  27-39] 

NUCLEAR  ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC. 

Amendment  of  Byproduct,  Source  and  Spe¬ 
cial  Nuclear  Material  License;  Correction 

February  2,  1977. 

In  FR  Doc.  77-1480  appearing  at  page 
3228  in  the  Federal  Register  of  January 
17,  1977  the  last  paragraph  is  corrected 
to  read  as  follows : 

Tlie  Commlsslcm  determined  that 
prior  public  notice  of  proposed  Issuance 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve 
hazard  considerations  different  from 
those  previously  evaluated. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Bernard  Singer, 
Chief,  Radioisotopes  Licensing 
Branch,  Division  of  Fuel 
Cycle  and  Material  Safety. 

(PR  Doc.77-4168  Piled  2-9-77:8:46  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  STN  60-656  and  STN  50-567] 

PUBUC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  OKLAHOMA  AND 
ASSOCIATED  ELECTRIC  COOPERATIVE, 
INC. 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  for  the  Black  Fox  Station,  Unit  Nos. 
1  and  2 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission’s 
regulations  in  10  CFR  Part  51.  notice  is 
herday  given  that  the  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Stat^nent  prepared  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  related  to  the  proposed  con- 
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Btxuction  of  the  Black  Fox  Station,  Unit 
Nos.  1  and  2.  to  be  located  In  Rogers 
County,  Oklahoma,  Is  available  for  in¬ 
spection  by  the  public  in  the  Conunls- 
sicm’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  In 
the  Tulsa  City-Coimty  Library,  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma.  The  Pinal  Environmental 
Statement  is  also  being  made  available 
at  the  OfBce  of  Community  Affairs  and 
Planning,  State  Grant-ln-Ald  Clearing¬ 
house,  4901  North  Lincoln  Boulevard, 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  and  at  the 
Northeast  Counties  of  Oklahoma  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  District,  215  South 
Wilson,  Vlnlta,  Oklahoma. 

The  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Statement  for  the  Black 
Fox  Station.  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2,  and  re¬ 
quests  for  comments  from  Interested 
persons  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  15,  1976  (41  PR  29231). 
nie  comments  received  from  Federal, 
State  and  local  agencies,  and  Interested 
mehibers  of  the  public  have  been  in¬ 
cluded  as  appendices  to  the  Pinal  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement. 

Copies  of  the  Final  Environmental 
Statement  (Document  No.  NUREG- 
0176)  may  be  piuchased,  at  $12.00  for 
printed  copies  and  $3.00  for  microfiche, 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  Springfield,  Va.  22161. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  2nd 
day  of  February  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commls- 


W  M.*  n.  XVCUAJM^  all 

Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2.  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 

[FR  Doc.77-4188  PUed  2-0-77;  8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  60-646;  8TN  60-547] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  INDIANA.  INC. 

(MARBLE  HILL  NUCLEAR  GENERATING 

STATION.  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Order  Postponing  Evidentiary  Hearing 

This  order  will  not  be  serviced  on  an 
parties  since  a  long  order  was  serviced 
to  an  parties  which  contained  this  in¬ 
formation. 

The  evidentiary  hearing  scheduled  for 
February  15.  1977  is  pos^ned  and  win 
be  rescheduled  at  a  later  date.  This  ac- 
timi  was  taken  because  the  licensing 
Board  determined  that  an  amended  no¬ 
tice  of  hearing  would  be  issued  due  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  two  new  co-appli¬ 
cants  (co-owners)  for  the  facility. 

It  is  so  ordered. 


[Docket  No.  60-271] 


VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER 
CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Faa'Irty 
Operating  License 

The  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  29  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-28,  Issued  to  Vermont 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corporation  (the 
licensee) ,  which  revised  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  for  operation  of  the  Vermont 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station  (the 
faculty)  located  near  Vernon,  Vermont. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date 
of  Issuance. 

The  amendment  modifies  the  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  to  provide  for  specific 
surveillance  and  testing  of  the  reactor 
building  crane  prior  to  fuel  cask  han¬ 
dling. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CPR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a  signif¬ 
icant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  Impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  Issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  fiuther  details  vdth  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  November  8,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  29  to  License  No.  DPR- 
28,  and  (3)  the  CommlsskHi’s  r^ted 
Safety  Evaluatimi.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Brooks  Memorial  Library,  224 
Main  Street,  Brattlebmn,  Vermont. 

A  copy  of  Items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Crnmnlsslon. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555.  Attention;  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  28th 
day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  OveraHmg  Reactors 
Brasseh  No.  4,  DMsfon  o1 
Operating  Reactors. 


(TB  Doc.77-4189  FU«d  2-»-77;8:46  am] 


aiy  27.  1977,  the  comment  date  which 
was  omitted  should  read  February  28. 
1977. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  3rd 
day  ot  February  1977. 

Steven  A.  Varga, 
Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of 
Project  Management. 

[PR  Doc.77-4190  PUed  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Doc.  No6.  50-546A  and  50-547A] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  INDIANA,  INC. 
AND  EAST  KENTUCKY  RURAL  ELEC¬ 
TRIC  COOPERATIVE 

Receipt  of  Attorney  General’s  Advice  and 
Time  for  Filing  erf  Petitions  To  Intervene 
on  Antitrust  Matters 

The  Commission*  has  received,  pvu‘- 
suant  to  section  105c  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  the  follow¬ 
ing  additional  advice  from  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  dated 
February  1,  1977. 

Ton  have  requested  our  advice  pursuant 
to  section  105  of  the  Atomic  Elnergy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended.  In  regard  to  the  above- 
oaptloned  application.  We  have  examined  the 
Information  submitted  by  applicant  In  con¬ 
nection  with  the  present  application,  as  well 
as  other  pertinent  Information  with  respect 
to  applicant's  comp>etltive  relationships 
which  Is  available  to  the  Department. 

You  should  be  aware  that  In  the  course  of 
our  antitrust  review  of  this  appUcatlon,  the 
City  of  Prankfort,  Kentucky,  contended  that 
license  conditions  are  necessary  to  remedy  a 
situation  allegedly  inconsistent  with  the  an¬ 
titrust  laws.  Prankfort  complains  that  Ea.st 
Kentucky  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  “(while 
not  having)  ptirsued  such  a  policy  on  Its  own. 
*  *  *  has  been  the  subject  at  implicit  and 
explicit  actions  of  neighboring  privately- 
owned  systems  to  assure  that  [East  Ken¬ 
tucky]  does  not  provide  Frankfort  with  an 
opportunity  to  enter  the  b\ilk  power  supply 
market.”  This  ftllegatlon.  If  supported  by 
evidence,  could  raise  substanUsU  antitrust 
questions.  However,  a  provision  of  Kentucky’s 
legislation  authorizing  rural  electric  coop¬ 
eratives  prohibits  such  entitles  from  trans¬ 
mitting,  distributing  or  furnishing  electric 
energy  for  resale,  either  directly  or  Indirectly, 
to  municipal  electric  systems  except  any  to 
which  the  cooperative’s  electric  facilities  were 
physically  connected  on  the  effective  date 
of  the  statute.  Frankfort  was  not  Intercon¬ 
nected  with  Bast  Kentucky  on  such  date. 
East  Kentucky  thus  ^jpears  to  be  barred 
from  engaging  with  Frankfort  In  the  activi¬ 
ties  spewed  In  the  statute.  It  Is  our  view 
that  the  Nuelectr  OmnmlsBltm  would  be  un¬ 
able  to  remedy  an  anticompetitive  situation 
which  Is  In  effect  mandated  by  the  State  of 
Kentucky  as  sovereign,  see  Goldfarb  v.  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  Bar,  421  UB.  773  (1975),  as  op¬ 
posed  to  one  Initiated  by  the  utility  and 
approved  by  the  state.  Cantor  v.  Detroit  Edi¬ 
son  Co.,  96  S.  Ct.  8110  (1976).  Hoe  the  situ¬ 
ation  Is  mandeti^  by  what  ww  assume  to  be  a 
ooDStttutlonal  stats  law.  Accordln^y.  we  con¬ 
clude  that  no  antitrust  hearing  ts  required 
In.  connsctlon  with  the  Instant  application. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  Srd 
day  of  February,  1977. 


For  ttie  Atomic  Safety  and  licensinc 
Board. 


Euzabbib  8.  Bowbrs. 

Chairman. 


[nt  Doc.77-4160  FUed  S-0-77;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  STN  60-672] 

WESTINGHOUSE  ELECTRIC  CORP. 

Receipt  xA  Standard  Saf^  Analysis 
Report;  Correctloa 

La  PR  Doc.  77-2765  appearing  on  page 
5156  of  the  issue  for  Thursday,  Janu- 


Any  person  whoee  Interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  tills  proceeding  may,  pursuant 
to  1 2L714  of  the  Ommnlsalon’s  "Rules  of 
Practice",  10  CFR  Part  2,  file  a  petftloii 
for  leave  to  Intervene  and  request  a 
hearing  on  the  antitrust  aspects  of  ttia 
application.  PettUons  for  leave  to  Inter- 
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vene  and  requests  for  hearing  shall  be 
filed  by  March  12.  1977,  either  (1)  by 
delivery  to  the  NRC  Docketing  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Section  at  1717  H  Street  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  (2)  by  mail  or  telegram 
addressed  to  the  Secretary,  US  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attn. :  Docketing  and  Service 
Section. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Jerobu  Saltzhan, 
Chief,  Antitrust  and  Indemnity  ■ 
Group,  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation. 


IFR  Doc.77-4436  PUed  a-9-77;8;45  am] 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AB  77-«l 

ACCIDENT  REPOOT;  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Pipeline  Accident  Report  and  Safety 
Recommendations. — ^Following  Investi¬ 
gation,  the  National  Transportatkm 
Safety  Board  has  released  its  report  on 
a  gasoline  pipeline  fire  which  last  Jtme  16 
killed  nine  persons  in  Los  Angeles,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  report.  No.  NTSB-PAR-76-8, 
was  released  January  31. 

The  accident  occurred  when  an  8-inch 
pipeline  owned  by  Standard  Oil  C(Mn- 
pany  of  California  was  struck  and  rup¬ 
tured  by  excavation  equipment  which 
was  being  used  on  a  road-widening  proj¬ 
ect.  The  escaping  gasoline  sprayed  on 
nearby  buildings  and  ignited  90  seconds 
later. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  the  accident  was  the 
rupture  of  the  pipeline  by  the  excavaticm 
equipment,  whose  operator  was  unaware 
of  the  pipeline’s  precise  depth  and  loca¬ 
tion.  Although  the  line  was  known  to 
exist,  its  precise  d^th  and  location  were 
not  known  by  the  pipeline  op^ator,  the 
construction  contractor,  the  subcontrac¬ 
tor.  or  the  California  Depcu'tment  of 
Transportation. 

Incorporated  in  its  report,  and  the 
subject  of  four  separate  recMnmmda- 
tlon  letters  also  Issued  January  31,  are 
the  following  safety  recommendations  to 
State  and  Industry  organizations  to  im¬ 
prove  coordination  of  safety  efforts  in 
construction  projects  of  this  t3rpe: 

To  the  Standard  Oil  Company  of  Cali¬ 
fornia — 

Submit  precise,  accurate  data  concerning 
the  depth  and  location  of  your  pipelines  for 
ali  future  construction  projects.  (Recom¬ 
mendation  P-76-87.) 

Conduct  inspections  of  operations  along 
your  pipelines  to  insure  that  construction 
does  not  risk  pipeline  Integrity.  (P-76-88) 

Insure  adequate  communications  with 
contractors  and  other  parties  through  writ¬ 
ten  substantiated  means  during  excavation 
work,  including  more  testbole  verification  for 
the  depth  and  location  of  pipelines.  (P-76- 
89) 

Join  any  “one-caU”  systems  in  areas  where 
pipelines  operate  and  help  to  organize  sys¬ 
tems  where  they  do  not  exist.  (P-76-90) 

To  the  California  Department  of 
Transportation — 


Develop  guidelines  for  preconstruction 
meetings,  which  should  include  methods  of 
preventing  damage  to  underground  utilities 
to  be  encountered  during  the  proposed  con-* 
struction  work.  Such  preconstruction  meet¬ 
ings  should  be  attended  by  all  operators 
whose  facilities  are  Involved.  (P-76-91)  (The 
Safety  Board. made  this  recommendation  to 
the  American  Public  Works  Association  on 
February  2,  1973.) 

Cooperate  and  coordinate  with  those 
groups  attempting  to  establish  a  “one-call” 
notification  system  in  southern  California 
and  other  areas  of  the  State  where  none  ex¬ 
ist,  and  work  with  systems  already  in  ex¬ 
istence.  (P-76-92) 

Require,  as  a  prerequisite  of  a  contract 
award,  that  the  contractor  be  in  contact  with 
the  "one-call*'  notification  system  or  the 
individual  facilities  operators  to  determine 
the  precise  depth  and  location  of  any  under¬ 
ground  facilities  before  beginning  the  pro¬ 
ject.  (P-76-9S) 

To  the  Interstate  Natural  Gas  Associa¬ 
tion  of  America,  to  the  American  Gas  As¬ 
sociation,  and  to  the  American  Petroleum 
Institute— 

Advise  member  companies  whose  facilities 
are  exposed  to  excavation  construction  pro¬ 
jects  to  take  immediate  action  to  mark  and 
locate  their  facilities  accurately.  (P-76-94) 

To  the  Griffith  Company  of  Long 
Beach,  California,  the  prime  contractor 
for  the  project,  and  to  C.  W.  Poss,  Inc., 
of  Huntln^n  Beach,  California,  the 
subcontractor — 

Ooop^^te  and  coordinate  with  those 
groups  attempting  to  establish  a  '‘one-call’* 
system  in  areas  in  which  they  conduct  exca¬ 
vation  activities.  (P-76-96) 

Each  of  these  nine  recommendations 
Is  designated  “Cfiass  n.  Priority  Follow¬ 
up.” 

Railroad  Safety  Recommendations. — 
Early  Investlgatirai  of  the  derailment  last 
month  of  an  Amtrak  train  near  Birming¬ 
ham,  Alabama,  has  prompted  the  Safety 
Board  to  urge  the  Federal  Railroad  Ad- 
mlnlstratlfm  to  take  prompt  corrective 
action.  Hie  subject  accident  occurred 
January  16  on  the  Louisville  and  Nash¬ 
ville  Railroad  Company  track.  The  train, 
with  SDP-40F-type  locomotive  units, 
was  moving  at  a  speed  of  43  midi  arotmd 
a  5*  curve;  the  superelevation  of  the 
curve  was  4  inches,  and  the  maximum  al¬ 
lowable  speed  was  40  mph. 

Accompanying  the  Safety  Board’s  rec- 
ommaidation  letter  Issued  February  3 
to  the  FRA  Is  a  listing  of  17  trains  with 
either  the  SDP-4aF-type  or  the  P-30CH- 
'^pe  locomotive  which  have  derailed  since 
January  14,  1974.  Preliminary  Investiga¬ 
tions  of  these  accidents  indicate  that  on 
curves  which  exceed  1*30'  and  which 
have  certain  deviations  In  track  geom¬ 
etry.  passenger  train  locomotives  of  the 
SDP-40P  and  P-30CH-types  with  6- 
wheel  trucks  and  which  travel  at  speeds 
above  48  mi^  cause  the  outside  rail  to 
either  move  laterally  or  to  tip  outward. 
This  permits  the  wheels  of  the  locomo¬ 
tive  and  following  cars  to  derail.  The 
gage  widens  even  though  the  6-wheel 
truck  locomotives  do  not  deviate  fnxn  de¬ 
sign  standards,  and  inspections  of  the 
track  indicate  that  it  generally  complies 
with  the  Federal  Track  Standard  fOT  the 
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authorized  speeds  of  the  trains,  according 
to  the  Safety  Board. 

In  light  of  these  findings,  the  Safety 
Board  now  rec<xnmends  that  FRA — 

Investigate  immediately  the  Interaction 
between  SDP-40P  and  P-SOCH  locomotives 
of  passenger  trains  and  track  conditions  to 
determine  the  causes  for  the  widening  of 
the  track  gage  and  act  to  CMrect  the  causes. 
(B-77-1) 

Until  such  investigation  and  corrections 
are  completed,  restrict  passenger  trains  with 
SDP-40P  or  P-30CH  locomotives  to  speeds 
that  will  permit  safe  operation  around  curves 
of  1*30’  OT  mcH^  on  Class  4  or  less  track.  The 
speeds  should  not  exceed  the  equilibrium 
speed  on  such  curves.  (R-77-2) 

Both  recommendations  are  designated 
“Class  I,  Urgent  Followup.” 

Responses  to  Safety  Board  Recom¬ 
mendations. — ^Received  during  the  past 
we^  were  letters  from  the  fc^owing  ad¬ 
dressees  of  earlier  Board  recommenda¬ 
tions; 

Federal  Aviation  Administration.  Let¬ 
ter  oi  January  19  responds  to  recom- 
mendatlcms  A-76-132  and  A-76-13.^ 
which  asked  FAA  to  t^e  rulemaking  ac¬ 
tion  concerning  the  carriage  of  mental 
patients  who  are  potentially  dangerous 
to  themselves  and  to  others.  (See  41  FP 
45073,  October  14.  1976.) 

In  response  to  A-76-132.  FAA  indica^'s 
that  analysis  of  alternative  methods,  ir  - 
eluding  rulemaking,  to  solve  this  probleir. 
leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  dissemination  of  advisory  mate¬ 
rial  would  be  the  best  course  of  action 
According  to  FAA,  the  specific  type  of  in¬ 
cident  which  led  to  these  two  recom¬ 
mendations  Is  “an  isolated  one  and  thus 
does  not  in  Itself  justify  the  development 
of  a  rule.” 

Further,  FAA  states,  “During  our  studv 
of  this  recommendation,  we  have  hJ’d 
discussions  with  the  principal  groups  who 
transport  patients  by  air  and  they  are 
very  much  Interested  in  retaining  this 
right  and  .will  work  closely  with  us  in 
developing  guidelines  and  insuring  they 
are  followed.  We  have  also  met  with  the 
Air  Transport  Association,  National  Air 
Transportatlm  Associations,  Inc.,  and 
Commuter  Airlines  Association  of  Amer¬ 
ica  which  have  also  expressed  a  willing¬ 
ness  to  cooperate.  The  possibility  exists 
that  If  we  undertook  rulemaking,  some 
carriers  would  file  a  no-carrlage  tariff, 
thereby  preventing  program  administra¬ 
tors  from  transporting  mental  patients.” 

In  answer  to  A-76-133  FAA  plans  to 
Issue  by  the  end  of  June  an  advisory  cir¬ 
cular  which  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
aviation  Industry  and  those  Institutions 
oigaged  in  transporting  mental  patients 
by  air. 

VJS.  Coast  Guord.  Letter  of  January 
31  updates  Coast  Guard’s  response  of 
last  March  9  to  recommendation  M-74- 
25  which  followed  Investigation  into  the 
death  of  three  ship’s  officers  aboard  the 
SS  William  T.  Steele  on  18  November 
1972.  (See  41  FR  12361,  March  25.  1976.) 
The  recommendation  asked  Coast  Guard 
review  and  revision  of  the  requirements 
regarding  the  responsibility  of  owners/ 
masters  to  Indoctrinate  crews  in  the  safe 
use  of  emergency  equiixnent  on  tank 
vessels.  Coast  Guard  indicates  that  new 
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tankerman  regulations  are  now  in  the 
final  stages  of  preparation  and  will  be 
published  as  a  proposed  rulemaking  next 
July. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration, 
IjCtter  of  January  31  concerns  recom¬ 
mendation  R-76-58  which  asked  FRA 
to  restrict  the  maximiun  authorized  train 
soeed  over  the  Chessie  System,  New  River 
Subdivision,  to  30  mph  until  the  track  is 
safe  for  higher  operating  speeds.  (See  42 
FR  2732,  January  13,  1977.)  FRA  notes 
that  a  meeting  was  held  on  January  6, 
1976,  between  representatives  of  FRA  and 
the  Safety  Board  when  it  was  agreed  that 
before  acting  to  reduce  the  maximum 
authorized  speed  a  Joint  PRA/NTSB  on- 
the-ground  inspection  should  be  made  to 
determine  if  track  conditions  warrant  the 
30  mph  show  order.  The  inspection, 
scheduled  to  begin  January  10,  was  post¬ 
poned  because  of  weather  conditions. 
FRA  states  that  until  such  time  as  the 
inspection  Is  made  FRA  will,  as  part  of 
Its  reg\ilar  Inspection  program,  continue 
to  monitor  the  caller’s  compliance 
activities  on  the  New  River  Subdivision. 

Also  received  from  FRA  is  a  letter 
dated  February  3  regarding  recommen¬ 
dations  R-77-1  and  R-77-2  (see  above) 
attaching  copies  of  the  following  cor¬ 
respondence  which  relates  to  these  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  to  actions  which  FRA 
indicates  have  been  Initiated  to  develop 
solutions  to  the  problems: 

1.  A  press  release  recently  Issued  by  Amtrak 
announcing  a  four-party  test  program  to 
determine  the  cause  of  passenger  train  de¬ 
railments  Involving  the  BDP-40-F  locomo¬ 
tives. 

2.  Amtrak  Instructions  Issued  to  all  opera¬ 
tions’  officers  enumerating  action  Items  to  be 
Implemented  ImmedlaMy  with  Amtaak  SDP- 
40-F  locomotives  dated  January  37. 1977.  ^BA 
notes  that  these  Itons  are  the  result  of 
FRA’s  recommendations  sutmUtted  to  Am¬ 
trak  on  January  21. 

3.  Amtrak’s  response,  dated  January  35.  to 
FRA’s  recommendations. 

Although  FRA’s  reccHnmendatkms  to 
Amtrak  cmitalned  no  reference  to  P-30- 
CH  locomotives,  FRA  states  that  It  In¬ 
tends  to  participate  with  Amtrak  In  fur¬ 
ther  testing  of  the  P-30-CH  locomotives 
and  to  include  the  same  tests  to  which 
the  SDP-40-F  units  are  subjected. 

American  Petroleum  Institute,  one  of 
three  recipients  of  reccxnmendatlon  P- 
76-94  Issued  January  31,  Indicates  by 
letter  of  February  1  that  copi^  d  tite 
recommendation,  as  wen  as  the  related 
report  of  the  June  16,  1976,  Los  Angeles 
gasoline  pipeline  explosion  (s^  above), 
have  been  distributed  to  Institute  mem¬ 
bers  who  operate  petroleiun  and  natural 
gas  pipelines.  The  Institute  states  that 
for  many  years  It  has  supported  the 
permanent  marking  of  pipelines  and  in 
1971  published  a  recommended  practice 
on  this  subject.  Also,  the  Institute  sup¬ 
ported  efforts  to  Improve  liaison  between 
the  owners  of  underground  structures 
and  excavators  and  the  establishment  of 
effective  ^’’one-call**  excavation  alerting 
systons  In  areas  where  such  operations 
are  useful.  In  noting  that  the  petn^eum 
pipdine  Industry  has  l<»g  suppm’ted 


effective  temporary  marking  of  pipelines 
and  their  proper  location  during  con¬ 
struction  activity,  the  Institute  states, 
“Pipeline  operators  routinely  f(^ow  good 
practice  in  these  regards  In  their  dally 
operations.” 

The  American  Society  of  Mechanical 
Engineers.  Letter  of  January  26  responds 
to  recommendation  P-76-102  which 
asked  for  revision  of  Appendix  G-11  of 
the  ASME  Guide  to  Gas  Transmission 
and  Dlstrlbuticm  Syst^ns  to  Include  In¬ 
formation  appropriate  to  heavler-than- 
alr  systems.  (See  42  PR  5158,  January  27, 
1977.)  ASME  Informs  the  ^ard  that  as 
a  result  of  an  internal  Committee  recom¬ 
mendation  made  last  summer,  a  major 
program  was  initiated  to  develop  Guide¬ 
line  material  for  the  inclusion  of  heavler- 
than-alr  systems  In  Appendix  G-11;  also, 
the  Leakage  Control  Task  Group  of  the 
Committee  has  already  generated  several 
pages  of  material  pertinent  to  heavler- 
than-alr  systems.  ASME  states  that  this 
Guideline  material  has  been  devek^ied 
by  personnel  well  experienced  in  all  types 
of  gas  leakage  surveys  and  leakage  con¬ 
trols  for  both  lighter  and  heavler-than- 
alr  systems.  The  material  Is  expected  to 
be  approved  in  1977. 

’Th®  accident  report  and  the  safety  rec- 
oimnendatl<Mis  are  available  to  the  general 
public;  aln^e  copies  may  be  obained  wtth- 
out  charge.  Ooptes  of  the  lettera  respoadlng 
to  recommendations  may  be  obtaiiMd  at 
a  cost  of  94.00  lor  service  and  lOf  per  pctge 
for  reproduction.  All  requests  must  be  to. 
writing,  identlfled  by  recommendation  num¬ 
ber  and  date  of  puMcatlon  of  this  notice  In 
the  Federal  Regxstbl  Address  Inquires  to: 
Public  Inquiries  Section.  Nattonal  Transpor¬ 
tation  Safety  Boctrd,  Washington.  D.C.  30604. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  pipeline  accident 
report  may  be  purchased  by  maU  tram  the 
Nattonal  Technical  Informatton  Service,  tlJB. 
Department  at  Oosnmerce,  Spdngfleldt  Vto- 
glnla  33161. 

(Seed.  904(a)  (3)  and  907  at  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  at  1974  (Fob.  L.  9»-699.  « 
Stat.  3100.  3173  (40  UJELC.  1003.  1000)  )J 

ICargaket  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer . 

Febrttart  T,  1977. 

[FB  Doe.77-4S19  Filed  3-0-77;S:46  am) 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  600-1] 

DIVERSinED  EARTH  SCIENCES,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

Febrttart  4.  1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  eff  trading  in  the  securities 
of  Diversified  Earth  Sciences,  Inc.  being 
traded  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
or  othffiwlse  Is  required  In  the  puMlc  in¬ 
terest  and  for  the  proteetKm  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  <m  a  natimial 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  11:15  am. 


(EST)  February  4,  1977  through  F^- 
ruary  13. 1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-4348  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PORTLAND  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Portland  District  Advisory  Council  will 
h(4d  a  public  meeting  at  9:30  a.m.. 
Wednesday,  February  23,  1977,  at  the 
Multnomah  Athletic  (Jlub,  1849  S.W. 
Salmon,  Room  205-206,  Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may  be 
presented  by  members  and  the  staff  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration.  For 
further  Information  write  or  call  J.  Don 
CTiapman,  U.S.  Small  Business  Admin - 
istratloii.  Ntew  Federal  Building,  1220 
S.W.  Third  Avenue,  Portland,  Ore^o  : 
97204,  (503)  423-3461. 

Dated:  February  7. 1977. 

Henry  v.  Z.  Hyde,  Jr.. 
Deputy  Advocate  for 
Advisory  Council. 

[FB  Doe.77-4333  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
JOGD  77-021] 

TOWiNG  INDUSTRY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Fedefal  Advisory  Committee  Act  <Pub. 
L.  92-463);  5  UH.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Towing 
Industry  Advisory  Committee  to  be  held 
March  1-2,  1977,  at  9  a.m.  at  the  River¬ 
side  Hilton  Hot^.  Tampa,  Florida.  The 
agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as  follows; 

1.  Discussion  of  the  following  Items:  (a) 
TVrwlng  Vessel  Operatlcm  Manual:  (b)  Tem- 
pOTary  bcuge  repairs:  (c)  Cargo  tank  bound¬ 
ary  weld  failures  on  double  skin  tank  barges; 
(d)  ’Tankerman  certification:  (e)  Venture 
system  safety  appraisal:  (f)  Pollution  abate¬ 
ment:  (g)  Review  of  existing  regulations; 
(h)  Casualty  reporting  requirements;  (l) 
Towing  vessel  stability;  (J)  Able  seamen  ex¬ 
amination  for  2nd  class  operator  license;  (k) 
Occupational  safety  and  health  standards; 
(1)  Tank  barge  construction  and  design 
standards  tor  pollution  abatement;  (m) 
Cargo  Information  cards;  (n)  Regulation  re- 
codtflcatlon. 

2.  Any  other  business  brou^t  before  the 
committee. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  Interested 
piUolic.  With  the  s^provul  of  the  Chair¬ 
man,  members  of  the  public  may  pre¬ 
sent  ffiral  statements  at  the  hearing. 
Persfms  wishing  to  attffiid  and  penons 
wishing  to  present  oral  statements  should 
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notify,  not  later  than  the  day  before  the 
meetl^,  and  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from.  Captain  G.  K.  Greiner,  Jr^ 
Ebcecutlve  Director,  Towing  Industry  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Commandant  (G- 
CMC/81),  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-1477.  Any  mon- 
ber  of  the  public  may  present  a  written 
statement  to  the  Committee  at  any  time. 

l^ued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  <m  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1977. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  Coast  Guard, 
Chief.  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

IFR  Doc.77-4260  PUed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 
[Docket  No.  EX73-7;  Notice  5] 
ALBANY  MOTOR  CARRIAGE  CO. 

Petition  for  Tempiorary  Exemption  From 
'  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standards 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-3512,  appearing  at  page 
7185  in  the  Issue  for  Monday,  February  7, 
1977,  the  “comment  closing  date”,  was 
Inadvertently  omitted.  It  should  have 
been  March  9, 1977. 


(Docket  No.  IP  76-9;  Notice  2] 

FLEETWOOD  ENTERPRISES  INC.  ET  AL 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Notice  and 

Remedy  for  Inconsequential  Noncom* 

pliance 

This  notice  denies  a  petition  submit¬ 
ted  on  behalf  of  Champion  Hcnne  Build¬ 
ers  Company,  Dryden,  Michigan,  Fleet- 
wood  Enterprises  Inc.,  Riverside,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  Winnebago  Industries,  Ihc., 
Forest  City,  Iowa,  to  be  exempted  from 
the  notification  and  remedy  require¬ 
ments  of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1381  et 
seq)  for  an  apparent  noncompliance 
with  49  571.302  Motor  Vehicle 

Safety  Standard  No.  302  Flammability 
of  Interior  Materials.  Notice  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  was  published  on  September  16. 
1976  (41  FR  39829)  and  an  opportunity 
afforded  for  cmnments. 

The  companies  concerned  are  manu- 
factxu^rs  of  motor  homes.  The  apparent 
nonconformances  were  dlscovm'ed  by 
this  agency  in  testing  shower  curtain 
materials  for  ctHnpllance  with  Standard 
No.  302.  A  summary  of  the  test  results 
iV>pears  below: 

1.  neetwood  Enterprises  Inc.  (File 
CIR-1046) . — Petltlcmer’s  motor  homes 
bear  the  trade  name  “Pace  Arrow."  Ap¬ 
proximately  8,225  vehicles  manufactured 
between  September  1.  1972  and  March 
1974  contain  shower  curtains  of  the  sus¬ 
pect  material. 

Standard  No.  302  requires  that  fabrics 
used  In  Ttidde  intertors  not  bum  at  a 
rate  exceeding  4  Indiea  a  minute  when 
tested  In  longitudinal  and  transverse  dl- 
rectloDS.  Seven  failures  were  recorded  in 


10  tests,  all  In  the  transverse  direction 
with  measured  bum  rates  per  minute  of 
12.9  Inches.  17.1  inches,  20.0  Inches.  204 
Inches,  20.5  Inches,  21.3  Inches,  and  21J 
Inches.  _ 

2.  Champion  Motor  Homes  (File  CIR- 
1062).  —  Approximately  9,000  motor 
homes  manufactured  between  September 

I,  1972  and  .^rU  1974  are  Involved. 

Five  failures  were  recorded  In  18 

NHTSA  compliance  tests,  one  In  the  lon¬ 
gitudinal  direction  at  a  bum  rate  of  11.3 
inches  a  minute,  and  four  In  the  trans¬ 
verse  direction  at  5.7,  10.7,  10.9,  and  25.9 
Inches  a  minute. 

3.  Winnebago  Industries  (File  CR^- 
1083). — Petitioner  manufactured  ap¬ 
proximately  2,811  motor  homes  between 
July  16.  1973  and  March  1974  that  are 
affected. 

Seven  failures  were  recorded  by 
NHTSA  In  16  compliance  tests,  two  In 
the  longitudinal  direction  with  bum 
rates  per  minute  of  20.3  and  22A  Inches 
and  five  In  the  transverse  directicm  at 

II. 3,  16.7,  17.6,  18.0.  and  19.7  inches. 

Petitioners  argued  that  “the  results  of 

a  few  tests  showing  failure  is  no  indica¬ 
tion  that  all  shower  curtains,  if  so  tested, 
would  fall.”  In  their  view,  the  noncom¬ 
pliance  Is  inconsequential  because 
shower  curtains  are  used  In  enclosed 
areas,  and  a  door  can  “readily  be  closed 
to  separate  the  occupants  from  Immedi¬ 
ate  fire  hazard."  In  addition  the  curtain 
is  in  an  area  where  “there  Is  an  abim- 
dant  supply  of  water  on  both  sides  of  the 
curtain  for  use  to  extinguish  any  fire.” 
Virtually  everything  In  the  shower  area 
“is  either  not  fiammable  or  fire  retard¬ 
ant”  (e.g.,  commodes,  medicine  cabi¬ 
nets,  vanities) .  Finally  petitioners  argue 
that  there  has  never  been  evidence  of 
fires,  accidents  or  injxirles  resulting  from 
the  use  of  any  shower  curtains. 

No  comments  were  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  notice. 

By  definition  (15  UB.C.  1391(2))  a 
"motor  vehicle  safety  standard"  Is  “a 
minimum  standard  for  motor  v^cle 
performance,  or  motor  v^cle  equh>- 
ment  performance."  The  minimum  re¬ 
quirement  established  by  Standard  Na 
302,  after  notice.  puUk  comment,  due 
consideratkm,  and  recmislderation,  a 
value  supported  by  the  rulemaking  rec¬ 
ord,  Is  that  the  bum  rate  of  fabric  tested 
horizontally  shall  not  exceed  4  Inches  a 
minute.  The  av^a^  margin  of  noncom¬ 
pliance  here  concerned  Is  18.9  Inches 
(Fleetwcxxl) ,  12 inches  (Champion), 
and  18.0  Inches  (Winnebago) .  These  av¬ 
erages  are  hardly  Inconsequential.  When 
averaged  with  the  samples  that  passed 
(In  this  Instance,  samples  that  did  not 
Ignite  and  showed  no  bum  rate  what¬ 
ever)  the  average  bum  rate  of  shower 
curtain  fabric  still  exceeds  the  stand¬ 
ard’s  mlnlmum-13.37  Inches  (Fleet- 
wood)  ,  4.03  Inches  (Champfcxi) ,  and  7A8 
Inches  (Winn^ago) .  Since  the  standard 
requires  only  that  fabric  be  tested  hori¬ 
zontally,  It  is  probable  that  in  a  fire  a 
hanging  shower  curtain  would  experi¬ 
ence  a  more  severe  bum  rate  since  It  Is 
used  In  a  vertical  position.  Fleetwood 
Enterprises  Inc.,  Champion  Motor 
Homes,  and  Winnebago  Industries  have 
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not  met  their  burden  of  convincing  this 
agency  that  the  noncompliances  are  In- 
cmisequentlal  as  they  rdate  to  motor 
vehicle  safety,  and  their  petlttoivs  are 
hereby  denied. 

(Sec.  102  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
UJ3.C.  1417);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1  AO  and  49  CFR  501.8) . 

Issued  on  February  4, 1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
[FR  Doc.77-4201  Piled  2-9-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  EX74-1;  Notice  3) 

STUTZ  MOTOR  CAR  OF  AMERICA,  INC. 

Petition  for  Temporary  Exemption 

Stutz  Motor  Car  of  America,  Inc.  of 
New  York  C^ity  has  applied  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  Its  temporary  exemption  from 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  215, 
Exterior  Protection,  which  expired  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1977,  on  the  basis  that  compliance 
would  cause  it  substantial  economic 
hardship.  Notices  of  Stutz’s  previous  p>eti- 
tion  and  its  grant  were  published  on 
February  28,  1974  (39  FR  7830)  and 
April  30. 1974  (39  FR  15061) . 

Stutz  manufactured  38  passenger  cars 
in  1976.  It  requests  an  exemption  from 
Standard  No.  215  for  one  more  year.  In 
support  of  Its  original  petition  Stutz 
stated  that  in  its  c^inion  it 

*  *  *  is  In  compliance  with  the  stand¬ 
ard  except  the  posslbUlty  of  not  being  able 
to  open  the  hood  after  Impact  due  to  the 
pooBlblUty  of  the  brass  radiator  shell  Jam¬ 
ming  the  hood  or  hood  release  In  closed  posi¬ 
tion.  It  believes  that  all  other  safety  related 
components  such  as  lights,  door  opening, 
trunk  opening,  exhaust  system  and  cooling 
system  will  renoaln  In  conformity  with  the 
standard. 

It  had  {banned  to  conform  by  Decem¬ 
ber  31.  1976,  using  the  funds  gaierated 
by  sales  to  “lmplem«it  the  necessarj- 
styling  and  design  requirements”.  How¬ 
ever,  It  dlsoevered  that  "the  cost  of  modi- 
fjdng  all  our  forms  and  fixtures  could 
not  possibly  be  amortized  Into  the  lim¬ 
ited  number  of  cars  produced”.  The  com¬ 
pany  had  a  net  profit  of  $107,819  In  its 
last  fiscal  year  aiding  June  30,  1976.  It 
expects  to  be  able  to  comply  by  the  md 
of  1977  with  Standard  No.  215  when  It 
begins  production  of  a  successor  to  the 
current  Stutz. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  for 
a  temporary  exemption  Is  published  In 
accordance  with  the  NHTSA  regulations 
on  this  subject  (49  CFR  555.7) ,  and  does 
not  r^resent  any  agency  decision  or 
other  exercise  of  judgment  concerning 
the  merits  of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  ate  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  crnmnents  on  the  petitimi  of  Stuts 
Motor  Car  described  above.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  docket  number  and  be 
submitted  to:  Docket  Section,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W« 
Washington,  D.C.  20590L  It  Is  requested 
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but  not  required  that  five  copies  by  sub¬ 
mitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received  are  available 
for  examination  in  the  docket  both  be- 
lore  and  after  the  closing  date.  Com¬ 
ments  received  after  the  closing  date  will 
also  be  filed  and  will  be  considered  to  the 
extent  possible.  If  the  petition  is  granted, 
notice  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  the  authority 
indicated  below. 

Comment  closing  date:  March  14, 1977. 

(Sec.  3.  Pub.  L.  92-648,  86  Stat.  1159  (15 
U.S.C.  1410):  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CPR  1.50  and  49  CFB  501.8) 

Issued  >n  Februai'y  4,  1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

iFR  Dac.77-4200  Filed  2-9-77:8:45  am] 


RULEMAKING  PROCEDURES 

Revision  of  Internal  Rulemaking  Process 

This  notice  announces  a  revision  of  the 
rulemaking  process  followed  Internally 
by  the  National  Highway  Trafiac  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  in  the  plan¬ 
ning,  development,  and  issuance  of 
safety,  damageability,  odometer,  fuel 
economy,  consumer  information,  and 
certain  procedural  regulations. 

The  rulemaking  affected  by  the  re¬ 
vision  is  generated  under  authority  and 
in  accordance  with  the  statutory  criteria 
of  the  National  TraflBc  and  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1391,  et  seq.), 
and  Titles  I,  IV,  and  V  of  the  Motor 
Vehicle  Information  and  Cost  Savings 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  §51901,  et  seq.).  Rule- 
making  procedures  for  rulemaking  un¬ 
der  these  Acts  appear  at  49  CFR  Part 
553.  To  supplement  these  authorities, 
the  NHTSA  has  had  an  internal  directive 
in  effect  for  the  processing  of  rulemak¬ 
ing  initiatives  through  the  planning,  re¬ 
search,  development,  and  Issuance 
stages.  Some  cumbersome  aspects  in  the 
management  of  early  planning,  develop¬ 
ment,  and  justification  of  rulemaking 
initiatives  has  resulted  in  the  revision 
of  the  directive  announced  in  this  notice. 

The  new  internal  directive  is  titled 
“Order  800-1”  and  differs  frfan  the  exist¬ 
ing  directive  of  the  same  name  in  three 
basic  respects.  The  connection  has  been 
strengthened  between  the  “Multi-Year” 
plan  that  guides  all  agency  rulemaking 
and  the  individual  rulemaking  actions 
of  the  separate  program  ofOces.  In  this 
fashion,  the  rulemaking  programs  are 
intended  to  derive  maximum  benefit 
from  the  research  and  planning  exper¬ 
tise  that  has  been  developed  by  the 
NHTSA  in  its  first  10  years. 

The  several  internal  support  docu¬ 
ments  for  rulemaking  action  have  been 
simplified  and  streamlined  so  that  a 
smaller  percentage  of  rulemaking  needs 


to  be  handled  imder  expedited  proce¬ 
dures  (with  less  internal  coordination 
and  written  justification).  The  stream¬ 
lining  also  refiects  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  emphasis  on  the  sys¬ 
tematic  evaluation  of  rulemaking  prior 
to  any  policy  decision  to  issue  a  proposal 
or  final  rule  (41  FR  16200,  April  16, 1976) 
and  the  agency’s  newly  Issued  Part  520 
(Procedures  for  Considering  Environ¬ 
mental  Impacts) . 

The  streamlined  “rulemaking  support 
paper”  will  be  independently  reviewed 
by  each  Associate  Administrator  and  the 
Chief  Council  in  a  less  cumbersome 
fashion  than  in  prior  procedures,  and 
the  Administrator,  not  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  will  decide  whether  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  rulemaking,  based  on  the 
comments  received. 

The  revised  Order  800-1  is  available 
to  the  public.  The  Order  will  be  phased 
in  for  new  rulemaking  initiatives  and 
for  pending  rulemakings  as  directed  by 
the  Administrator.  Due  to  the  stringent 
statutory  deadlines  imposed  on  fuel 
economy  rulemaking,  the  Order  wUl  be 
phased  in  for  that  rulemaking  at  a  some¬ 
what  slower  rate. 

(Sec.  103.  119,  Pub.  .L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718 
(16  UB.C.  1892,  1407);  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  at  49  OFR  1.60.) 

Issued  on  February  2,  1977. 

John  W.  Snow, 
Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.77-3904  Filed  2^-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  IP77-1:  Notice  1] 

PPG  INDUSTRIES  INC. 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Notice  and 
Remedy  for  Inconsequential  Noncompli¬ 
ance 

PPG  Industries  Inc.  of  Detroit,  Michi¬ 
gan  has  petitioned  to  be  exempted  from 
the  notification  and  remedy  require¬ 
ments  of  the  National  TrafiBc  and  Motor 
Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1581  et 
seq.)  for  an  apparent  noncompliance 
with  49  C?PR  571.205  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  No.  205,  Cttazing  Mate¬ 
rials,  on  the  basis  that  it  is  inconsequen¬ 
tial  as  it  relates  to  motor  vehicle  safety. 

Standard  No.  205  Incorporates  by  ref¬ 
erence  the  American  National  Standards 
“Safety  Code  for  Safety  Glazing  Mate¬ 
rials  for  Glazing  Motor  Vehicles  Operat¬ 
ing  on  Land  Highways”  Z26.1-1966 
("ANS  Z26”) ,  Test  No.  18  of  ANS  Z26. 
Abrasion  Resistance,  requires  that  abra¬ 
sion  tests  be  conducted  on  both  sides  of 
glazing  materials,  the  duration  depend¬ 
ent  upion  tsres  of  material  used.  A  test 
of  1,000  cycles  is  required  for  AS3  glass, 
for  instance,  while  one  of  only  100  cycles 
is  prescribed  for  rigid  plastics  (AS5) .  It 
appears  the  PPG’s  test  laboratories  per¬ 
formed  the  abrasion  test  on  only  one  side 
of  samples  of  material  identified  as 
“Safety  Solarcool  Solid  Tempered,  Coat¬ 
ed,  AS3”.  Petitioner  believes  that  “the 
inside  coated  surface  of  this  glass”  (i.e., 
the  side  not  tested)  “does  not  meet  a 
maximum  2  percent  haze  requirement 


after  Test  No,  18.”  The  glazing’s  princi¬ 
pal  use  is  in  the  rear  windows  of  trucks. 
PPG  argues  that  the  apparent  noncon¬ 
formance  is  Inconsequ^tlal  since  the 
materials  are  “much  ^tter  for  abrasion 
resistance  than  is  required  for  dark  col¬ 
ored  rigid  plastics  (AS5).’’  The  rele¬ 
vance  of  this  remark  is  that  ANS  Z26 
permits  either  AS3  or  AS5  to  be  used  in 
truck  rear  windows  as  long  as  other 
means  (i.e.,  mirrors)  of  affording  visi¬ 
bility  to  the  side  and  rear  of  the  vehicle 
are  provided.  The  apparent  failure  also 
has  minimal  effect  since  Standard  No, 
205  prescribes  no  minimum  light  trans¬ 
mittal  for  such.  Petitioner  does  not  state 
how  much  glazing  is  affected. 

Tliis  notice  of  receipt  of  a  petition  is 
published  under  section  157  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety- 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  1417)  and  does  not  repre¬ 
sent  any  agency  decision  or  other  exer¬ 
cise  of  judgment  concerning  the  merits 
of  the  petition. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  w'ritten  data,  views  and  arguments 
on  the  petition  of  PPG  Industries  Inc.  de¬ 
scribed  above.  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  docket  number  and  be  submitted  to ; 
Docket  Section,  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administration,  Room  5108, 
400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  re¬ 
quired  that  five  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered.  The 
application  and  supporting  materials, 
and  all  comments  received  after  the 
closing  date  will  also  be  filed  and  will  be 
considered  to  the  extent  possible.  When 
the  petition  is  granted  or  denied,  notice 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  pursuant  to  the  authority  indicated 
below. 

Comment  closing  date.  March  24,  1977. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
IT.S.C.  1417);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CPR  1.50  and  49  CPR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  February  1,  1977. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

(PR  Doc.77-3874  Plied  2-9-77;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
CAST  IRON  SOIL  PIPE  FROM  POLAND 

Tentative  Determination  to  Modify  or 
Revoke  Dumping  Finding 

A  finding  of  dumping  with  respect  to 
cast  iron  soil  pipe  fixmi  Poland  was  pub¬ 
lished  as  Treasury  Decision  67-252  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  November  2, 
1967  (32  FR  15155). 

A  “Notice  of  Intent  to  Rev(^  the 
Finding  of  Dumping”  was  published  in 
the  P’EDERAL  Register  on  November  13, 
1970  (35  FR  17432),  based  upon  an  ab¬ 
sence  of  sales  at  less  than  fair  value  for 
a  period  of  two  years  and  assurances 
from  the  sole  exporter  that  future  sales 
of  cast  iron  soil  pipe  would  be  made  at 
not  less  than  fair  value. 
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For  a  number  of  reasons,  no  final  ac¬ 
tion  was  talEen  on  tbe  1970  notice  and. 
In  view  of  the  length  of  time  which  has 
elajised  since  that  notice  was  published, 
it  has  been  considraed  anew  whether  ten¬ 
tative  revocation  Is  appropriate  in  the 
r’ase  of  imports  of  cast  iron  soil  pipe 
^  om  Poland. 

After*  due  Investigaticm,  tt  has  been 
otermined  tentatively  that  cast  iron  soil 
’  from  Poland  is  not  being,  nOT  Is 
likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United  l^tes  at 
less  than  fair  value  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.). 

Statement  of  Reasons  On  Which  This 
Determination  Is  Based 

Tbe  Investigation  Indicated  tbat  no  sales 
have  been  made  at  less  than  fair  valne  by 
the  foreign  supplier  of  this  merchandise  for 
more  than  6  years  and  assurances  have  be«i 
given  that  future  sales  of  su^  cast  Iron  soil 
pipe  to  the  United  States  will  be  made  at  not 
lees  than  fair  value. 

Accordingly,  noticejs  hereby  given  that 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  intends 
to  revoke  the  finding  of  dumping. 

In  accordance  with  {  153.40.  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CPR  153.40) ,  Interested 
persons  may  present  written  views  or  ar¬ 
guments,  or  request  In  writing  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afford  an 
portunlty  to  present  oral  views. 

Any  request  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Cixnmissioner  ot  Customs,  1301  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  in  time  to  be  received  by  his  <^oe 
no  later  than  10  calendar  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  fiie 
Federai,  Register.  Such  requests  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  statemait  outlin¬ 
ing  the  Issues  wished  to  be  discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  oai  or  befcne  March  14. 1977. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
i  153.44(c)  of  ttie  C?ust<xns  Regulations 
(19  CPR  153.44(c)). 

John  H.  Harper. 

AcUng  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasunf. 

February  3,  1977. 

IFB  DOC.T7-4202  Filed  2-9-77;  8: 46  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  STRUCTURAL 
SAFETY  OF  VETERANS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION  FACILITIES 

Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives 
notice  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-462  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  CTommittee  on 
Structural  Safety  of  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  Facilities  will  be  held  in  Room 
442  at  the  Veterans  Administration  C^- 
tral  Office,  811  Vermont  Avenue,  NW.. 
Washington.  DC.  on  March  4,  1977  at 
10  am.  The  Committee  members  will  re¬ 
view  Veterans  Administration  construc¬ 


tion  standards  and  criteria  relating  to 
fire,  earthquake,  and  other  disaster 
resistant  cmistructlon. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pulffic 
up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  the  room. 
Because  of  the  limited  seating  capacity, 
it  will  be  necessary  for  those  wishing 
to  attend  to  contact  Mr.  James  Lefter, 
Director,  Civil  Engineering  Service,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Construction.  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  Central  Office  (pholTe  202-389- 
2868) ,  prior  to  March  2,  1977. 

Dated:  Februarj'  4,  1977. 

R.  L.  Roudebush, 

Administrator. 

[PR  Doc.77-4231  PUed  2-9-77,8:46  un] 


CAREER  DEVELOPMENT  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives 
notice  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Career  Development 
Committee  will  be  hdd  in  the  King 
Coimcil  Room,  of  the  King  Charles  Inn, 
237  Meeting  Street,  CSiarleston,  S.C. 
29401.  Aprfi  13-15,  1977,  at  8:30  a.m.  The 
meeting  will  be  for  the  purpose  of  scien¬ 
tific  review  of  appllcatiMis  for  appoint¬ 
ment  to  the  Career  Development  Pro¬ 
gram  in  the  Veterans  Administration 
system.  The  (Committee  advises  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Medical  Research  Service  on  se¬ 
lection  and  appointment  of  Associate 
Investigators.  Research  Associates,  Clin¬ 
ical  Investigators,  Medical  Investigators, 
Senior  Medical  Investigators  and  Wil¬ 
liam  S.  ^Dddleton  Award  Nominees. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
up  to  the  seating  capadty  of  the  room 
from  8:30  am.  to  9  am.  to  discuss  the 
general  status  of  the  program.  Because 
of  the  limited  seating  capacity  of  the 
room  those  who  plan  to  attend  should 
contact  Mrs.  Darlene  R.  Whorley,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  of  the  Committee,  VA 
Central  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  (202- 
389-2317)  prior  to  April  1,  1977. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  from  9  am. 
to  5  pm.  on  April  13-15  for  consideration 
cd  individual  applications  for  positions  in 
the  Career  Development  Program.  This 
necessarily  requires  examination  ot  per¬ 
sonnel  files  and  discussion  and  evaluatlcm 
of  the  qualifications,  competence,  and 
potential  of  the  several  candidates,  dis¬ 
closure  of  which  Informatlcm  would  ccm- 
stltute  an  unwarranted  invasion  of  per¬ 
sonal  privacy,  within  the  scope  of  exemp¬ 
tion  (6)  to  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  (5  use  552(b)(6)).  Closure  of  the 
portion  of  the  meeting  is  permitted  by 
section  10(d)  of  the  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
the  committee  members  may  be  obtained 
frcMn  Mrs.  Darlene  R.  Whorley,  Chief, 
Career  Development  Program  Medical 
Research  Service,  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  (Phone  202-389- 
2317). 

Dated:  February  4.  1977. 

R.  L.  Roudebush, 
AdaUnistrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-4332  Filed  2-9-77:8745  amj 


CENTRAL  OFFICE  EDUCATION  AND 
TRAINING  REVIEW  PANEL 

Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives  no¬ 
tice  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Central  Office  Education 
and  Training  Review  Panel,  authorized 
by  Section  1790(b),  Title  38,  United 
States  Code,  will  be  held  in  RoMn  A53, 
Veterans  Administration  Central  Office, 
810  Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  on  March  8,  1977  at  10  a.m.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  for  the  purpose  of 
reviewing  the  December  10, 1976  decision 
of  the  Director,  Veterans  Administration 
Regional  Office,  Denver,  Colorado,  to 
continue  the  suspension  of  enrollments 
of  all  tiigible  persons  in  Elba  Systems 
CTorporation  (Elba  Communications  Cor¬ 
poration)  ,  5905  East  38th  Avenue,  Don 
ver,  Colorado  80207. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  publii 
up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  tlie  confer¬ 
ence  roOTi.  Because  of  the  limited  seat¬ 
ing  capacity,  it  will  be  necessary  for  those 
wishing  to  attend  to  contact  Mr.  Bernarci 
D.  Duber,  Acting  Chief  Field  Operations. 
Education  and  Rehabilitation  Service. 
Veterans  Administration  Central  Office 
(phone  202  389-2850)  prior  to  March  1 
1977. 

Dated:  F^ruary  4, 1977. 

R.  L.  Roudebush, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.77-4a33  Piled  9-9-77;8:45  am] 


STATION  COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hear¬ 
ing  Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tional  Allowances  that  on  March  7, 1977. 
at  10:00  ajn.,  the  San  Diego  Regional 
Office  Station  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tional  Allowances  shall  at  2022  Camino 
Del  Rio  North,  San  Diego,  California. 
92108  conduct  a  hearing  to  determine 
whether  Veterans  Administration  bene¬ 
fits  to  all  eligible  persons  enrolled  in 
Twenty-First  Century  Aviation.  Inc.. 
Brown  Field,  San  Diego,  California 
should  be  discontinued,  as  provided  in 
38  CFR  21.4134,  because  a  requirement 
of  law  is  not  being  met  or  a  provision  of 
the  law  has  been  violated.  All  interested 
persons  shall  be  permitted  to  attend,  ap¬ 
pear  before,  or  file  statements  with  the 
committee  at  that  time  and  place. 

Dated:  February  2, 1977. 

Herbert  R.  Rainwater, 
Director,  VA  Regional  Office. 

.  San  Diego.  California  92108. 

(FB  Doc.77-4314  FDed  t-O-Tl.sM  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  322] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

February  7, 1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
heal  ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  136273  (Sub-6),  Coronado  Trucking 

Company.  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
March  14,  1977  (1  day)  at  San  Francisco. 
California,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  136786  (Sub-106),  Robco  Transportation, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  March  15,  1977 
1 2  days)  at  San  Francisco,  California,  in 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  119798  (Sub-302),  Caravan  Refrigerated 
Cargo.  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  March  17, 
1977  (2  days)  at  San  Francisco,  California, 
in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC  142368.  Danny  Herman  Trucking,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  March  23,  1977  (1  day) 
at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  107295  Sub  831,  Pre-Fab  Transit  Co. 
now  being  assigned  March  22,  1977  (1  day) 
at  Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  140394  Sub  1,  H.E.  Sc  A.  National  Corp., 
dba  Roberts  Hawaii-Holiday  Lines  now 
being  assigned  March  28,  1977  (1  week)  at 
Los  Angeles,  California  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC-F  11874,  Matlack,  Inc. — Control — C.F. 
Tank  Lines,  Inc.  now  being  assigned 
.April  4,  1977  (4  days)  for  continued  hear¬ 
ings  at  San  Francisco,  California  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  6607  Sub  17,  J.  J.  Minnehan.  Inc.  now  as- 
.signed  February  15,  1977  &t  Washington, 
DC.  is  cancelled,  application  dismissed. 
MC  115730  (Sub-18),  The  Mlckow  Corp.,  now 
being  assigned  March  29,  1977  (1  day)  at 
Chicago,  Illinois,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MC-F-12931,  Allied  Van  Lines,  Inc.,  d/b/a 
Allied  Van  Lines — Control — ^Blodgett  Fur- 
nitiue  Service,  Inc.  and  FD.  28253,  Allied 
Van  Lines,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
April  4,  1977  (1  week)  at  Chicago,  Illinois, 
in  a  hearing  room  to  bo  later  designated. 
MC  100853  Sub  No.  15,  Pinkett’s  Shore  Lines, 
Inc.,  MC  104656  Sub  No.  13,  Mandrell  Motor 
Coach,  Inc.,  and  MC  48315  Sub  No,  6,  Hop¬ 
kins  Motor  Coach,  Inc.  now  assigned 
March  15,  1977  at  Cambridge,  Maryland  is 
now  being  postponed  to  March  22,  1977 
(3  days)  at  Cambridge,  Maryland  in  a 
bearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  13250  (Sub-135),  J.  H.  Rose  lYuck 
Line.  Inc.;  MC  29886  (Sub-834),  Dallas  A 
Mavis  Fcwwardlng  Oo.,  Inc.;  MC  65525 
(Sub-22).  White  Brothers  Trucking  Co.; 
MC  66886  (Sub-60).  Belger  Cartage  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.;  MC  78166  (Sub-398).  Eagle  Mo¬ 
tor  Lines,  Inc.; 

|fC  83539  (Sub-443),  CAR  Tralu^Kurtatlon 
Oo..  Inc.;  MC  106407  (Sub-184),  ParkhUl 


Truck  Company;  MC  106644  (Sub-223). 
Supwior  Trucking  Company.  Inc.;  MC 
111820  (Sub-67) ,  Keen  Traniq>ort.  Inc.; 

MC  111645  (Sub-227),  Hmne  Transportation 
CoQ^iany,  Inc.;  MC  118460  (Sub-107).  H.  J. 
Jeffries  Truck  Line,  Inc.;  MC  113496  (Sub- 
79),  Gregory  Heavy  Haulers,  Inc.;  MC 
113856  (Sub-360).  International  Transport, 
Inc.;  MC  114211  (Sub-286),  Warren  Trans¬ 
put,  Inc.; 

MC  117674  (Sub-278).  Daily  Express,  Inc.; 
MC  119777  (Sub-331),  Llgon  Specialized 
Hauler,  Inc.  and  MC  124947  (Sub-48), 
Machinery  Transpcs’ts.  Inc.,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  March  30,  1977  (3  days)  at  Chicago, 
Illinois,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-4345  FUed  2-9  77;8:45  am] 


[I.C.C.  Order  No,  22  Under  Service  Order  No. 

1252] 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE,  ST.  PAUL  AND 
PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO, 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

February  7,  1977, 

To  all  railroads :  In  the  opinion  of  Joel 
E.  Burns,  Agent,  the  Chicago,  Milwau¬ 
kee.  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  is  unable  to  transport  traffic  over 
its  line  between  Chicago,  Illinois,  and 
Louisville,  Kentucky,  because  of  exces¬ 
sive  snow. 

It  is  ordered.  That:  (a)  The  Chicago. 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  being  unable  to  transport  traf¬ 
fic  over  its  line  between  Chicago.  Illinois, 
and  Louisville.  Kentucky,  because  of  ex¬ 
cessive  snow,  that  line  is  hereby  author¬ 
ized  to  reroute  and  divert  such  trs^c, 
via  any  available  route,  to  expedite  tiie 
movement.  Traffic  necessarily  diverted 
by  authority  of  this  order  shall  be  re¬ 
routed  so  as  to  preserve  as  nearly  as  pos¬ 
sible  the  participation  and  revenues  of 
other  carriers  provided  in  the  original 
routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  road  to 
be  obtained.  The  railroad  diverting  tiie 
traffic  shall  receive  the  concurrence  of 
the  lines  over  which  the  traffic  is  rerouted 
or  diverted  before  the  rerouting  or  diver¬ 
sion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  <wlth 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the 
new  routing  provided  imder  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applictdile  at  the  time  of  shipment 
on  the  shipments  as  originally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
Involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic;  dlvlsluis 
shall  be.  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  voluntarily  agreed 


upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  ot  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commissicm  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conf«*red  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f )  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  11:59  a.m.,  January  29. 
1977. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pjn.,  February  5,  1977, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  29. 1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 

CkiMMISSION, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

1 FR  Doc  77  4347  Filed  2-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


(Notice  No.  118) 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  applicaticms 
filed  under  Section  212(b),  206(a)  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g>  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  cimtains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no  sig¬ 
nificant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  iqipli- 
cation,  which  may  include  a  request  for 
oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  March  14,  1977. 
Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  prot^t  will 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  onxxsition 
and  participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  must  be  served  upon  applicants’ 
representative(s) ,  or  applicants  (if  no 
such  representative  is  nahied),  and  the 
Protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  c(H>ies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission.  All 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  section  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicable  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant  be¬ 
lieves  would  preclude  i^proval  of  the 
application.  K  the  protest  contains  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  healing,  the  request  shall 
supported  by  an  explanation  as  to 
why  the  evidence  sought  to  be  presented 
cannot  resisonably  be  submitted  through 
the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  fonn,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  pmBons  (xi 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 
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No.  MC-PC-76620,  filed  January  5, 
1977.  Transferee:  Golden  Gate  Truck¬ 
ing,  Inc.,  2200  East  Seventh  Street,  Oak¬ 
land,  California  94606.  Transferor; 
Donald  Tobener,  An  Individual,  doing 
business  as.  Golden  Gate  Trucking,  2200 
East  Seventh  Street,  Oakland,  California 
94606.  Applicant's  representative;  Eldon 
M.  Johnson,  Attorney  at  Law,  650  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  Suite  2808,  San  Francisco, 
California  94108.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  registration  No.  MC-136578 
(Sub-No.  4) ,  issued  July  16,  1975,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  General  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  within  the  specified  San  Francisco- 
East  Bay  Cartage.  Transferee  presently 
holds  no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  imder  Section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-FC-76859  filed  December  3, 
1976.  Transferee;  O’Connor  Brothers 
Mov  b  Stg  Co..  Inc.,  429-37  Schiller  St., 
Elizabeth,  New  Jersey  07206.  Transferor: 
Patrick  J.  O’Connor,  Jewel  O’Connor — 
Administratrix,  Doing  Business  As 
O’Connor  Brothers,  429-37  Schiller  St., 
Elizabeth,  New  Jersey  07206.  Applicants’ 
representative:  Frank  O’Connor,  429-37 
Schiller  St.,  Elizabeth,  New  Jersey  07206. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by  trans¬ 
feree  of  the  operating  rights  of  trans¬ 
feror,  as  set  forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC- 
8526,  Issued  December  5, 1973,  as  follows: 
Households  goods,  between  points  In 
Elssex,  Union,  Hudson,  and  Middlesex 
Counties,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  New  Jersey  and  New 
York. 

Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commission.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  Section  210a(b). 

Protests  are  due  February  28,  1977. 

No,  MC-PC-76878.  filed  December  17, 

1970,  Transferee:  M  &  E  (XiRPORA- 
nON,  300  Union  Federal  Building,  Indi¬ 
anapolis.  Ind.  46204.  Transferor:  Joh- 
Lar  Transportation,  Inc.,  1608  East  18th 
Street,  Mimcle,  Ind.  47302.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Kirkwood  Yockey,  Attor¬ 
ney  at  Law,  300  Union  Federal  Building, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority 
sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the 
operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  No.  MC-129016  Sub  numbers  1, 
4  and  6,  issued  April  18,  1969,  June  9, 

1971,  and  October  16,  1975,  respectively 
as  follows;  Dairy  products,  and  supplies 
and  materials  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  dairy  products  In  mixed 
loads  with  dairy  products,  with  restric¬ 
tions.  Between  the  plant  site  and  storage 
facilities  of  Sugar  Creek  Foods' Eh  vision. 
National  Dairy  Products  Corporation, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Michigan  and 
Ohio,  points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  on  or 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  57  and  on  or 
south  of  Interstate  Highway  74,  points 
in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  or  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  65,  points  in  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  or  west  of  U.S, 
Highway  15.  points  In.  that  part  of  West 


Virginia  on  or  north  of  UB.  Highway  50, 
and  dairy  products,  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  productlcm  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  dairy  products,  with  restric- 
tiOTis.  Between  Arthur  and  Pana,  HI.,  and 
Louisville,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  p>oints  in  Michigan.  Ohio,  and 
Indiana,  points  in  that  part  of  Kentucky 
on  or  west  of  Interstate  Highway  65, 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
or  west  of  U.S.  Highway  15.  points  in 
that  part  of  Illinois  on  or  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80,  and  those  in  that  part 
of  West  Virginia  on  or  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50,  also  paper  boxes,  from 
Muncie,  Ind.,  to  Onley  and  Rockville, 
HI.,  Bowling  Green.  Glasgow,  and  Hawes- 
vUle,  Ky.,  Coshocton.  Findley,  and 
Marion,  Ohio,  Connestalle.  and  Erie,  Pa., 
and  Huntin^n,  W.  Va.:  and  scrap 
paper,  printing  inks,  wax,  paper  roll 
stock,  paint,  and  machinery  used  in  the 
production  of  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  destina¬ 
tion  points  next  above,  to  the  origin  next 
above.  Transferee  presently  holds  no  au¬ 
thority  from  this  Commission.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-76879.  filed  December  17. 
1976.  Transferee;  Cabco,  Inc.  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  C&D  Cartage,  21  Walpole  St., 
Norwood,  Mass.  02062.  Treiisferor; 
Richard  W.  Roussel  doing  business  as 
Essex  Transportation  Co.  (Margaret  B. 
Roussel,  Executrix).  63  Boulevard  Rd., 
Dedham,  Mass.  02026.  Applicants’  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  F.  ODonnel,  Attorney 
at  Law,  60  Adams  St.,  P.O.  Box  238, 
Milton,  Mass.  02187.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth 
in  Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
98830  (Sub-No.  1),  Issued  September  12, 

1975.  as  follows:  General  Commodities 
within  a  60  mile  radius  of  City  Hall, 
Worcester.  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  xmder  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-76901,  filed  Decwnber  29, 

1976.  Transferee;  Lanter  Refrigerated 
Distributing  Co.,  A  Corporation,  No.  3 
Caine  Drive,  Madison,  Illinois  62060. 
Transferor:  Swift-Way  Transports,  Inc., 
434  Brooktree  Drive,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
63011.  Applicants’  representative: 
Wayne  Lanter,  No.  3  Caine  Dr.,  Madi¬ 
son,  HI.  62060.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-21800,  issued  April  2, 
1974,  as  follows:  General  commodities, 
with  exceptions,  between  points  In  the 
St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Transferee  is  presently  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  under 
Certificate  No.  MC-134551  and  subs 
thereafter.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-76905,  filed  January  3, 

1977.  Transferee;  National  Cartage 
Company,  a  corporation,  637  West  2nd 


South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104. 
Transferor;  David  R.  Free  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  National  Cartage  Co.,  637  West 
2nd  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104. 
Applicants’  representative:  Mark  K. 
Boyle,  Attorney  at  Law,  345  South  State 
St.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  Certificate  of  Registration  No. 
MC-120402  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  March  6. 
1974,  as  follows:  General  commodities, 
including  household  goods,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes  between 
all  points  and  places  in  Salt  Lake  County 
and  all  points  and  places  in  the  area  in 
Davis  County  south  of  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highways  89  and  91  (Interstate  15) 
just  north  of  Farmington,  Utah,  save 
and  except  that  there  is  excluded  from 
said  area  that  part  of  Salt  Lake  County 
which  lies  west  of  4800  West  and  South 
of  1300  South  but  the  area  to  be  served 
shall  Include  the  town  of  Kearns,  Utah. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Applicatlon  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-76906,  filed  January  4, 
1977.  Transferee;  Allen  P.  Felton  doing 
business  as  Brewer  Trucking,  P.O.  Box 
788,  17  McLeod.  Big  Timber,  Montana 
59011.  Transferor;  Loren  F.  Brewer 
doing  business  as  Brewer  Trucking.  P.O. 
Box  399,  Big  Timber,  Montana  59011. 
Applicants’  representative:  Jerome  An¬ 
derson,  Attorney  at  Law.  100  Transwest¬ 
ern  Bldg.,  404  North  31st  St.,  Billings, 
Montana  59101.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-127690,  issued  Septem¬ 
ber  6, 1967,  as  follows:  Lumber  and  lum¬ 
ber  products,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Jones  Lumber  Co.  at  or 
near  Livingston,  Mont.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska.  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a  (b) . 

No.  MC-PC-76907,  filed  January  4. 
1977.  ’Transferee:  C  &  O  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO..  INC.,  1747  West  Main  Road, 
Middletown,  R.I.  02840.  Transferor; 
JOHN  W.  DEERY,  doing  business  as 
C  &  O  Transportation  Co.,  140  Kay  St., 
Newport,  R.I.  02840.  Applicants’  repre¬ 
sentative:  Benjamin  M.  Gottlieb,  Attor¬ 
ney  at  law,  84  N.  Main  St.,  Fall  River, 
Ma.  02720  and  Francis  E.  Barrett  Jr., 
Attorney  at  Law,  10  Industrial  Park  Rd., 
Hingham,  Ma.  02043.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat¬ 
ing,  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-40073,  issued  July  21, 
1937,  as  follows:  General  commodities 
(with  exceptions)  over  regular  routes  be¬ 
tween  Newport,  R.I.  and  Providence, 
R.I.  serving  the  Intermediate  points  of 
Jamestown,  Middletown.  Portsmouth, 
Bristol,  Warren,  Barrington,  East  Provi¬ 
dence,  and  Tivertxm,  RJ.  and  Seehouk, 
and  Fall  River.  Mass.;  and  the  off -route 
points  of  Little  Compton,  R  J.  and  Somer- 
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set,  Swansea  and  Rehoboth,  Mass.  Also 
between  Providence,  R.I.  and  New  Bed¬ 
ford  Mass,  serving  the  oflf-route  points 
of  Westport.  Dartmough,  Pairhaven,  and 
Acushnet,  Mass.  Transferee  presently 
holds  no  authority  from  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  Application  has  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  luider  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-76920  filed  January  11, 
1977.  Transferee:  Reggie’s  Services,  325 
Leslie  Avenue,  Piscataway,  New'  Jersey. 
08854.  Transferor;  Mullecker  Trucking 
Co.,  Inc.,  31  Stima  Avenue,  Carteret,  New. 
Jersey  07008.  Applicants’  representative; 
Robert  B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbridge  Ave¬ 
nue,  Highland  Park,  New  Jersey  08904. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by  trans¬ 
feree  of  the  operating  rights  of  John  F. 
Mullecker,  Jr.,  doing  business  as  Mul- 
lecker’s  Express,  issued  November  3, 
1955,  and  obtained  by  transferor  pursu¬ 
ant  to  MC-FC-76244  approved  Jan¬ 
uary  23.  1976,  and  consummated  on 
March  5,  1976,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  Household  goods,  betw’een 
points  hi  Essex  and  Union  Counties,  N.J., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
New  York,  N.Y.,  points  in  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  New' 
Jersey.  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  and  except  Class 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading,  between 
points  in  Essex  and  Union  Coimties,  N.J., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Com¬ 
mercial  2k>ne,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Transferee  presently  hold  no  au¬ 
thority  from  this  Commission.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  Section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-FC-76923,  filed  January  13, 
1977.  Transferee:  William  Carl,  Russell 
and  James  Franklin  Russell,  A  Partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  Frank  Russell  & 
Son,  401  S.  Ida  St.,  West  Frankfort,  HI. 
62896.  Transferor:  Donald  Russell,  doing 
business  as  Frank  Russell  &  Son,  401  S. 
Ida  St.,  West  Frankfort,  IlL  62896.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  representative:  Donald  Russell. 
401  S.  Ida  St.,  West  Frankfort,  HL  62896. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by  trans¬ 
feree  of  the  (H>erating  rights  of  trans¬ 
feror,  as  set  forth  in  Certificates  Nos. 
MC-13845  and  MC-13845  (Sub-No.  4) 
and  Permits  Nos.  MC-134859  (Sub-No. 
2),  (Sub-No.  4).  and  (Sub-No.  6)  Issued 
by  the  Commission  November  19,  1957, 
July  16,  1976,  May  26,  1971,  February  23, 
1972,  and  February  26,  1973,  resptectlvely 
as  follow's:  Household  goods  between 
points  in  a  specified  part  of  Illinois  on 
the  (me  hancC  and,  points  in  Kratucky, 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Missouri.  Iowa,  and  Wisconsin. 
Heavy  machinery  and  mining  supplies 
and  equipment  ther^or,  between  points 
in  a  specified  part  of  Illinois  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  West 
Virginia,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Ohio  and  a 
specified  part  of  Pennsylvania.  CTlass  A 
k  B  explosives,  between  New  Castle.  Pa., 
and  Kings  Min,  Oh.,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other.  West  Frankfort. 
Orient,  Joliet,  Decatur,  and  Eldcxado, 
Ill.,  and  Jefferson  Barracks,  Mo.  Mag¬ 
netite,  with  restrictions,  from  the  facul¬ 
ties  of  Meramec  Mining  Co.,  near  Sul¬ 
livan,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Bltnois,  Indiana.  • 
Kentucky,  Aiicansas,  Oklahcmia  and  the 
plantsite  of  Superior  Steel  Ball  Co.,  In., 
at  Washingttm,  Ind.  Wood  chips,  in  bulk, 
from  West  Frankfort,  HI.,  to  the  facilities 
of  West  Virginia  Pulp  and  Paper  Com¬ 
pany  at  or  near  Wickliffe,  Ky.  Trans¬ 
feree  presently  holds  no  authority  from 
this  Commission.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
Section  210a(b> . 

No.  MC-PC-76925  filed  January  13. 
1977.  Transferee:  Ashbourne  Transpor¬ 
tation.  Inc.,  7827  Old  York  Road,  Elkins 
Park,  Pennsylvania,  19117.  Transferor; 
North  Penn  Bus  Lines,  Inc..  140  North 
Ridge  Avenue,  Ambler,  Pennsylvania, 
19002.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  B.  Einhom,  3220  P.SF'.S.  Bldg.,  12 
South  12th  St.,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  19107.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-93457,  issued  January  31, 
1977,  as  follows:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  in  groups  of  not  less  than  15, 
in  charter  operations,  restricted  to 
round-trip  traffic.  From  points  in  Ab- 
ington.  Upper  Moreland,  C?ressmont,  and 
Jenkintow'n  Tow’nships,  Montgomerj' 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey  and 
Delaw'are,  and  return  to  said  points  of 
origin:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
charter  operations,  restricted  to  round- 
trip  traffic.  Prom  points  in  Cheltenham 
Tow'nshlp,  Montgomery  County,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  and  Delaware,  and 
return  to  said  points  of  origin.  Trans¬ 
feree  presently  holds  no  authority  frtxn 
this  Commission.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  Sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-PC-76931,  filed  January  19, 
1977.  Transferee:  Hlvely  Transportation, 
Inc.,  1100  Lafayette  St.,  P.O,  Box  1103, 
York,  Pa.  17405.  Transferor:  Roy  A. 
Lelphart  Trucking.  Inc.,  1298  Toronlta 
St.,  York,  Pa.  17405.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edwrard  N.  Button.  Attorney  at 
Law,  1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  Hagers¬ 
town,  Md.  21740.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  that  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  transferor  set 
forth  In  Certificate  No.  MC-110328.  Is¬ 
sued  September  3, 1974,  as  corrected  Sep- 
tonber  25,  197^  as  follows:  Roofing 
products,  from  York,  Pa.,  to  Marshalltcm 
and  Wilmington,  DeL,  Baltimore. 
Hagerstown,  Fullerton,  Glen  Biunle,  and 
Laiu-eL  Md.,  Washlngtcm,  D.C^  Pough¬ 
keepsie,  Endlcott,  and  Tarrytown,  N.Y, 
p<^ts  In  Virginia  (m  and  east  of  UB. 
Highway  220,  those  In  New  Jersey  and 
points  In  the  New  Yotk,  N.Y.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commlsslim. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 


from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  t«nporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b)., 

Robert  L.  Oswald. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  77  4346  Plied  2-9-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Vcrtume  No.  3J 

PETITIONS  FOR  MODIFICATION,  INTER¬ 
PRETATION  OR  REINSTATEMENT  OF 

OPERATING  RIGHTS  AUTHORITY 

February  4,  1977. 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  lights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
or  before  March  14,  1977.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247 (d> 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)^  and  shall 
include  a  concise  statement  of  protes- 
tanfs  interest  in  the  proceeding  and 
copies  of  its  conflicting  authorities.  Veri¬ 
fied  statements  in  oppositicm  should  not 
be  tendered  at  this  time.  A  c(«>y  of  the 
protest  shall  be  served  conciu'raitly  upon 
petitioner’s  representative,  or  petitioner 
if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  40270  (Sub-No.  1)  (Notice  of 
filing  a  petition  to  remove  a  restriction  > . 
filed  January  17,  1977.  Petitioner; 

CRABBS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3101 
South  Van  Buren,  Enid,  Okla.  73701. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Rufus  H. 
Lawson,  106  Bixler  Building,  2400  North¬ 
west  23rd  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla, 
73107.  PetiticMier  holds  a  motor  common 
carrier  certificate  in  No.  40270  (Sub-No. 
1>,  issued  August  8,  1963,  authorizing 
transportation,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of  Animal  and  poultry 
feed  and  feed  ingredients,  (except  in 
tank  or  hoppier  t3T>e  v^cles),  between 
Enid,  Okla..  on  the  one  hand,  and,  oa  the 
other,  points  In  Kansas  and  Texas  (ex¬ 
cept  Houstem,  Tex.,  and  points  In  its 
Commercial  Z<Mie) .  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  remove  the  re¬ 
striction  “except  In  tank  or  hopper  type 
v^cles’’  from  the  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion  above. 

No.  MC  60196  (Sub-No.  7)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  delete  restriction) 
filed  December  23,  1976.  Petitioner: 
AUTO  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Elm  St.  and 
Remlngt(xi  Ave.,  Scranton,  Pa.  18505. 
Petltl(mer’s  representative:  L.  Agnew 
Myers,  Jr.,  734-15th  Street,  N.W.,  Wash- 
Ingtcm,  D.C.  20005.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  Certificate  In  No. 
MC  60196  (Sub-No.  7),  Issued  Novanber 
8,  1974,  authorizing  transportation,  as 
pertinent,  over  regular  routes,  of  gen- 


^  Copies  ot  Special  Etole  24T  (M  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  witting  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  Oommerea  Ooaunleelon.  Washing¬ 
ton.  D  C.  30483. 
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era!  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Ccon- 
mission,  commodities  in  bxilk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
junction  Northeast  Extension  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  22, 
and  Wilson,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off-route  points 
of  Allentown  and  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  re¬ 
stricted  at  Wilson  against  service  at 
Easton,  Pa.,  and  points  in  New  Jersey 
within  the  Wilson  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission:  From  jimc- 
tion  Northeast  Extension  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  22, 
over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  248,  thence  over  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Highway  248  to  Wilson,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  delete  the  re¬ 
striction  in  the  authority  above. 

No.  MC  75866  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  for  modification  of  certificate) ,  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Petitioner:  C30LDEN 
STRIP  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  Rt.  276, 
Box  458,  Simpsonville,  S.C.  29681.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  David  H.  Garrett 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  Certificate 
in  No.  MC  75866,  issued  February  11, 
1969,  authorizing  transportation,  as  per¬ 
tinent,  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1) 
Cotton  waste,  cotton  tagging,  and  cotton 
ties,  between  points  in  Georgia,  North 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina;  and  (2) 
rayon  waste,  from  points  in  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  to 
Greenville,  S.C.  By  the  Instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  (a)  to  modify  the  com¬ 
modity  description  in  (1)  above  so  as  to 
read:  “voaste,  cotton  or  synthetics  or 
mixtures  thereof,  cotton  tagging  and 
cotton  ties”;  and  (b)  to  delete  part  (2) 
above  from  its  authority  as  it  is  embraced 
In  the  requested  modifications. 

No.  MC  127272  and  (Sub-No.  1)  (No¬ 
tice  of  filing  of  petition  to  add  an  addi¬ 
tional  ctmtracting  shipper),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  11,  1977.  Petitioner:  DALEY  & 
WANZER,  INC.,  821  Nantasket  Avenue, 
Hull,  Mass.  02045.  Petitioner’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  Suite  1200, 
1000  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036.  Petitioner  holds  motor 
contract  carrier  Permits  in  No.  MC 
127272  and  (Sub-No.  1),  Issued  April  11. 
1966  and  November  8,  1968,  respectively, 
authorizing  transportatlmi  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes  (1)  in  No.  MC  127272,  of  dam¬ 
aged  retail  department  store  merchan¬ 
dise,  when  moving  uncrated  or  loose,  be¬ 
tween  Quincy,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Coliunbla;  and  (2)  in  No.  MC 
27272  (Sub-No.  1),  of  damaged  retail  de¬ 
partment  store  merchandise,  imcrated, 
between  Quincy  and  Hingham,  Mass.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Illinois, 
Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Kentucky, 


West  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  South  Carolina.  Georgia,  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Louisiana,  Texas,  and  Flor¬ 
ida;  (1)  and  (2)  above  are  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Bargain  Center, 
Inc.,  of  Quincy,  Mass.,  and  subject  to  the 
right  of  the  Commission  to  impose  such 
terms,  conditions  or  limitations  in  the 
future  as  it  may  find  necessary  in  order 
to  insme  that  carrier’s  operations  shall 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  Section.  210 
of  the  Act.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  add  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
Building  19,  Inc.,  of  Hingham,  Mass,  as 
an  additional  contracting  shipper. 

No.  MC  139754  (Sub-No.  1)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  an  additional 
contracting  shipper) ,  filed  December  30, 
1976.  Petitioner:  SOFT  DRINK  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  5820  Centre  Avenue,  Pitts- 
biurgh.  Pa.  15206.  Petitioner's  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  R.  Wertz,  2310  Grant  Build¬ 
ing,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15219.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  Permit  in 
No.  MC  139754  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  De¬ 
cember  8,  1975,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion  over  irre^ar  routes,  of  (1)  soft 
drinks  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  'Twinsburg, 
Cleveland,  and  Akron,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania  in  and  west  of  McKean, 
Cameron,  Clearfield,  Blair,  Cambria,  and 
Somerset  Coimties,  Pa.;  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production,  sale,  and  distribution  of  soft 
drinks  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  the  destination  territory 
in  (1)  above,  to  the  origin  points  in  (1) 
above,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  the  following:  The  Akron 
Coca-Cola  Bottling  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Akron,  Ohio,  Quaker  State  Coca-Cola 
Bottling  Company,  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
The  Cleveland  Coca-Cola  Bottling  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Great 
Lakes  Canning,  Inc.,  of  TT\’insburg,  Ohio. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  add  Siunmit  Supply  Company,  Inc., 
of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  as  an  additional  con¬ 
tracting  shipper  to  the  authority  above. 
Petitioner  states  that  Summit  Supply 
Company  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Quaker  State  Coca-Cola  Company  which 
is  In  turn  a  subsidiary  of  Abarta,  Inc., 
and  that  the  grant  of  the  Instant  petition 
will  not,  in  reality,  permit  petitioner  to 
render  any  service  additional  to  that 
which  it  now  provides. 

Republications  op  Grants  of  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifica¬ 
tion 

Notice 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  Indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests  to 
the  granting  of  the  authority  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Such  protest  shall  comply  with 
Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  CMnmlsslon’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CPR 


1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
Issue(s)  indicated  as  the  puipose  for  re¬ 
publication,  and  Including  a  ccmcise 
statement  of  protestant’s  Interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  cwies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  shall  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  the  carrier's 
representative,  or  carrier  if  no  repres¬ 
entative  is  named. 

No.  MC  111045  (Sub-No.  126)  (Cor¬ 
rected  Republication),  filed  November 
17,  1975,  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue  of  December  24,  1975,  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  27,  1977,  and  republished  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant;  RED¬ 
WING  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  426. 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Douglas  Harris,  1406  Union 
Bank  Building,  Montgomery,  Ala.  36104. 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  2,  dated  December  13, 
1976,  and  served  January  17,  1977,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  require  opera¬ 
tion  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  in  the 
transportation  of  (1)  cleaning  com¬ 
pounds,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Dade  County,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Connecticut; 
and  (2)  materials  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  cleaning  compounds,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  and  Connecticut,  to 
points  in  Dade  County,  Fla.;  that  appli¬ 
cant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  such  service  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder.  ’The  purpose 
of  the  republication  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  January  27,  1977,  was 
to  indicate  the  addition  of  an  additional 
commodity  and  territorial  description  in 
(2)  above,  in  applicant’s  grant  of  au¬ 
thority.  This  republication  is  to  correct 
the  territorial  description  in  (2)  above, 
which  was  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  January  27,  1977,  in 
error. 

No.  MC  141171  (Sub-No.  1)  (Republi¬ 
cation),*  filed  February  25,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
Aprfl  22, 1976,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant;  J  &  G  SWAR’TZ,  INC.,  3755 
Fenwick  Drive,  Spring  Valley,  Calif. 
92077.  Applicant’s  representative;  David 
P.  Christianson,  606  South  Olive  Street, 
Suite  825,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90014.  An 
Order  of  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2,  dated  January  5,  1977,  and 
served  January  27,  1977,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  in  fhe 
transportation  of  (1)  processed  specialty 
foods;  and  (2)  commodities  oiherwlse 
exempt  from  econcnnlc  regulation  put- 
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suant  to  section  203  (b>  (6)  ot  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  TThen  moving  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from 
New  York,  N.Y„  and  Little  Perry,  Carl- 
stadt,  and  Noonachle,  N.J.,  to  Los 
Angeles  and  Culver  City,  Calif. ;  that  ap¬ 
plicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly 
to  perform  such  service  and  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder.  The 
purpose  of  this  republlcation  is  to  indi¬ 
cate  applicant’s  grant  of  authority  as  a 
common  carrier,  rather  than  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

AND  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 
Rights  Applications 

Notice 

Tlie  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CPR  §  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
wdth  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  In  the  F’ederal 
Register.  Failure  to  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  w’ill  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  In  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  Section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  state¬ 
ment  of  Protestant’s  Interest  In  the 
proceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the 
specific  portions  of  Its  authority  which 
Protestant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method — whether 
by  joinder,  interline,  or  other  means — 
by  w'hich  protestant  would  use  such  au¬ 
thority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  proposed),  and  shall  specify  with 
particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
Issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  ordinal  and  one  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  ccmcur- 
rently  upon  applicant’s  representative, 
or  applicant  if  not  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  Include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  apidication 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal  thereof, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  appli¬ 
cation  imder  procedures  ordered  by  the 
Commission  will  result  in  dismissal  ^  the 
application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served  on 
each  party  of  record.  Broadening  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  accepted  after  the  date 
of  this  publication  except  for  good  cause 


shown,  and  restrictive  amendments  will 
not  be  entertained  fi^owing  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  a  notice  that 
the  proceeding  has  been  assigned  for  oral 
hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  1380  (Sub-No.  21>.  filefi  De¬ 
cember  29,  1976,  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  Uwhar- 
rie  Road  (P.O.  Box  702*7,  High  Point, 
N.C.  27264.  Applicant’s  representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  points  in  North 
Carolina  in  and  east  of  Macon  and 
Swain  Counties;  those  points  in  that 
part  of  Virginia,  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Cape  Henry,  Va.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
250  to  Staunton,  Va.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  Bristol,  Va.;  and  points 
in  South  Carolina,  to  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  s  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  is  be  held  at  either  Charlotte 
or  Greensboro,  N.C. 

No.  MC  2232  (Sub-No.  11  >.  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  CREGER 
FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  Old  Tyburn 
Road  &  Corbin  Lane,  Morrisville,  Pa. 
19067.  Applicant’s  representative:  Peter 
Platten,  826  North  Lewis  Road,  Limerick, 
Pa.  19468.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Contain¬ 
ers,  container  closures,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of  con¬ 
tainers  and  container  closures  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  whi^ 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment) ,  between  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania.  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Philskdelphia  or  Doylestown,  Pa. 

No.  MC  2860  (Sub-No.  152),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  AppUcant:  NATIONAL 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  71  West  Park  Avenue. 
Vineland,  N.J.  08360.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  W.  Gerson,  1400  Can¬ 
dler  Building,  Atlanta.  Ga.  30303.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers,  set  up 
or  knocked  down;  container  components, 
ends,  caps  and  lids;  container  closures; 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  containers,  container  compo¬ 
nents.  container  ends,  ctmtainer  caps, 
container  lids,  and  container  closures 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida.  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mississippi, 


New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  C^o,  Pennsylvania. 
Rhode  Island,  'South  Carolina  Tennes 
see,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Atlanta. 
Ga.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2962  (Sub-No.  62)  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  13,  1976.  AwJlicant:  A.  &  H.  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  1111  East  Louisiana  Street. 
Evansville,  Ind.  47711.  Applicant’s  repre- 
.=;entative:  Robert  H.  Klnker,  P.O.  Box 
464,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  serving  the  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  Johnson  &  Johnson  locat¬ 
ed  in  the  Argonne  Industrial  District 
( Dupage  Township) ,  Will  County,  Ill.  as 
an  o^f-route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations  to  and  from  CTiicago,  HI.,  restrict¬ 
ed  against  the  transportation  of  traffic 
between  the  above  named  plant  and 
warehouse  sites  and  points  in  (Chicago, 
m.  and  its  Commercial  Zone  as  defined 
by  the  Commission. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  120)  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976.  Applicant:  TAJON, 
INC.,  R.  D.  5,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Don  Cross,  700 
World  Center  Bldg.,  918  l^xteentli  St., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Alloys,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  Ashtabula,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  h^d  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  New  York,  N.T. 

No.  MC  8457  (Sub-No.  5)  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  27.  1976.  AppUcant:  MILWAUKIE 
TRANSFER  &  FUEL  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
15462  S.E.  Railroad,  Clackamas,  Oreg. 
97015.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  V.  Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.W.  23rd  Ave¬ 
nue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97210.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vriiicle,  over  Irregular  routes. 
transpcHting:  Precast  concrete  products. 
from  the  plantsite  of  Central  Pre-Mix 
Concrete  Co.,  at  or  near  Clackamas. 
Oreg.,  to  points  in  Oregon  and  Washing- 
t(m. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
api^lcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Portland 
Oreg. 

No.  MC  9859  (Sub-No.  4)  filed  Jan- 
uary  27,  1977.  AppUcant:  KANE 

TRANSFER  CX>MPANY,  a  Corporation, 
5400  Tuxedo  Road.  Tuxedo,  Md.  20781. 
Api^ant’s  representative:  James  W. 
Lawson,  1511  K  Street,  N.W..  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  op- 
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erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transpos¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  live¬ 
stock,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  those  of  unusual  value 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Baltimore,  Md.  and  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland  and  Virginia  lo¬ 
cated  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and 
on  and  south  of  the  Chesapeake  and 
Delaware  Canal. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  the  Instant 
application  embraces  and  supersedes  Its 
Sub-No.  3  application  published  In  the  PB 
Issue  of  January  29,  1976,  and  requests  that 
the  Sub-No.  S  application  be  dismissed  upon 
the  publication  of  the  Instant  application. 
Applicant  also  states  It  Intends  to  tack  the 
authority  requested  above  with  Its  existing 
Irregular  route  authority  In  No.  MC  9859  at 
BsJtlmore,  Md.  to  transport  general  com¬ 
modities  (with  certain  exceptions),  between 
points  In  Delaware,  Maryland  and  Virginia 
located  east  of  the  Chesapeake  Bay  and  on 
and  south  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Delaware 
Canal  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  ArUngton,  Fairfax,  Prince  Williams, 
Stafford,  Fauquier,  and  Loudoim  Coimtles, 
Va.;  Frederick,  Montgomery,  Howard,  Anne 
Arundel,  Prince  Georges,  Charles,  Calvert 
and  St.  Marys  Counties,  Md.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  restricted 
(1)  against  service  from  the  plant  site  of 
the  Proctor  St  Gamble  Company,  Baltimore, 
Md.;  and  (2)  against  any  transportation 
from  and  to  any  warehouses  and  stores  of 
the  Grand  Union  Company,  of  East  Paterson, 
N.J.  which  are  located  within  the  territorial 
description  of  the  tacking  request  above; 
and  (3)  against  service  to  or  from  facilities 
of  Proctor  St  Gamble  at  Washington,  D.C. 
Applicant  concurrently  seeks  to  eliminate 
the  Baltimore,  Md.  gateway  and  provide  di¬ 
rect  service  between  the  described  points. 
Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  authcwlty  In 
MC  67583  and  subs  th«wunder;  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Applicant 
requests  Its  bearing  be  held  at  Salisbury.  Md. 

No.  MC  11207  (Sub-No.  384)  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  AppUcant:  DEATON, 
INC.,  317  Avoiue  W,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birm¬ 
ingham.  Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kim  D.  Mann.  7101  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Avenue,  Suite  1010,  Washington,  D.C. 
20014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Welded 
steel  tubing,  and  mechanical,  structural 
and  galvanized  fence  tubing,  from  Pass 
C2irlstlan,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois. 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  North  Carolina,  C^o. 
Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neoeesary, 
the  iq>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  MobUe, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  13123  (Sub-No.  88)  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  WILSON 
FREIGHT  (COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
11353  Reed  Hartman  Highway,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  45241.  Applicant’s  represoita- 
tive:  Milton  H.  Bortz  (same  addr^  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting;  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
green  hides,  household  goods  as  defined 


by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  site  of  the  Wilson  Freight 
Company  terminal  located  at  or  near 
Middlesex.  Pa.,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations  over  UB.  High¬ 
ways  11,  15,  22.  30,  40,  50,  230  and  422, 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Cincin¬ 
nati,  CHilo. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  McCOR- 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA- 
TTON,  INC..  Route  3,  Box  4  Campbell 
Road,  Schenectady.  N.Y.  12306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Clem  Tomlins 
(some  adress  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Aluminum,  glass  and  toood 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
between  Magnolia,  Miss.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
tee  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Schenectady,  N.Y.  or  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  20916  (Sub-No.  22) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  JOHN  T. 
SISK,  Route  2,  Box  182-B,  Chilpeper, 
Va.  22701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  187,  Berry- 
ville,  Va.  22611.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  rout^,  transport¬ 
ing:  Preserved  wood  fencing  material 
and  wooden  pallet,  crate  and  box  mate¬ 
rial,  from  Rapidan  and  Spotsylvania, 
Va..  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia.  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana.  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland.  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
Mississippi,  kfissouri.  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York.  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island.  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee.  Texas.  Vermont, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Non. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  .In  No.  MC  134427  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  teerefcwe  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  tee 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  26396  (Sub-No.  139) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  POPELKA 
’TRUCKING  CX).,  doing  business  as  THE 
WA(3GONERS,  a  Corporation,  Box  990, 
Livingston.  Mont.  59047.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  Waggoner  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authorl^  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Luniber  and  wood  products,  (1) 
from  Laclede,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming; 
and  (2)  from  Laclede,  Idaho,  to  ports  of 


entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  in  Idaho,  restricted  in  (2) 
above  to  trafiBc  destined  to  points  in  the 
provinces  of  Alberta  and  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  Canada. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136777  (Sub-No.  3  and  other 
subs);  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Billings. 
Mont. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  335)  filed 
December  22,  1976.  Applicant:  DALLAS 
&  MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000 
West  Sample  Street,  South  Bend,  Ind. 
46619.  Applicant’s  representative:  Char¬ 
les  M.  Pieronl  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (l)(a) 
Contractor’s  construction,  mining,  lum¬ 
ber  mill,  marine,  industrial,  and  mate¬ 
rial  handling  machinery,  equipment,  at¬ 
tachments,  accessories,  and  supplies;  and 
(b)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  or 
useful  in  the  manufacture  or  distribution 
of  the  commodities  in  1(a)  above,  be¬ 
tween  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama. 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Flo¬ 
rida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Iowa. 
Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Maine,  Mar^dand. 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi. 
Missouri.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
South  Carolina,  Tainessee,  Texas,  Ver- 
mcmt,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Colmnbia,  restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the  plant- 
sites  or  warehouse  facilities  of  the  Mani¬ 
towoc  Company,  Inc.,  its  division  and 
subsidiaries,  located  at  or  near  Mani¬ 
towoc,  Wis.,  and  further  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  points 
in  the  named  states,  except  for  the  move¬ 
ment  of  traffic  in  foreign  commerce;  and 
(2)  material,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  In  bulk)  used  or  use¬ 
ful  in  the  building,  repair  or  outfitting 
of  marine  vessels,  from  points  in  the 
radial  states  (1)  above,  to  Sturgeon  Bay, 
Wis.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  in 
the  above-named  states  and  destined  to 
Sturgeon  Bay.  Wis. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  tbe  appli¬ 
cant  requests  teat  It  be  held  on  a  consoli¬ 
dated  record  with  similar  applications  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  35807  (Sub-No.  67)  filed  De¬ 
cember  20.  1976.  Applicant:  WELLS 
FAR(30  ARMORED  SERVICE  COR- 
PORA’nON.  P.O.  Box  4313,  210  Baker 
Street.  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30302.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harry  J.  Jordan. 
1000  16th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vrfilcle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Securities 
and  other  negotiable  instruments,  be¬ 
tween  Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Utah  and  Nyssa. 
Ontario  and  Vale,  Oreg..  under  a  eon- 
tinued  contract  or  contracts  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Reserve  Bank  of  San  Francisco. 
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Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  or  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No. .  MC  41849  (Sub-No.  37)  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Applicant:  KEIGHT- 
LEY  BROS.,  INC.,  1601  South  39th 
Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63110.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301 
Ambassador  Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Salt,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Cargill,  Inc.,  located  at  Ca- 
hokia.  Ill.,  to  points  in  Missouri. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  cither 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  42710  (Sub-No.  13)  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  17,  1976.  Applicant:  BEN’S  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  190, 
Baker,  Oreg.  97814.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Earle  V.  White,  2400  S.W. 
Fourth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Machinery: 
(2)  (a)  commodities,  which  by  reason  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  and  (b)  commodities 
which  do  not  require  special  handling  or 
equipment  when  moving  in  the  same 
shipment  and  on  the  same  bill  of 
lading  as  commodities  which  do  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  handling  or 
equipment;  (3)  self-propelled  articles 
(except  new  passenger  automobiles  in 
truckaway  service) ,  transported  on  trail¬ 
ers,  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with;  and  (4)  construction  and  contrac¬ 
tors’  equipment,  materials  and  supplies, 
between  points  in  and  east  of  Morrow, 
Grant  and  Harney  Counties,  Oreg.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  and  south  of  Nez  Perce,  Lewis,  Idaho, 
Valley,  Boise,  Elmore,  Blaine,  Butte,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Madison  and  Teton  Counties, 
Idaho. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boise, 
Idaho. 

No.  MC  50307  (Sub-No.  88) ,  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  3,  1977.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
DRESS  CARRIERS,  INC.,  247  West  35th 
Street,  New  York  City,  N.Y.  10001.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Herbert  Burstein, 
Suite  2373,  One  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  td  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wearing  apparel,  and  materials,  machin¬ 
ery,  supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  wearing  apparel,  between 
Brownsville,  Ky.,  and  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  483),  fUed  De¬ 
cember  22, 1976.  Applicant:  SC7HNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298,  2661 
South  Broadway,  Green  Bay,  Wls.  54304. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Neil  A.  Du- 
Jardln  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Container  and  con¬ 
tainer  ends,  (1)  from  tiie  warehouse  site 
of  National  Can  Corporation  located  at 
Sharonville,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(2)  from  the  plant  facilities  of  National 
Can  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Marion,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Texas,  and  those 
points  in  Arkansas  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Missouri-Arkansas  State 
Boundary  line  and  U.S.  Highway  63. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  U.S. 
Highway  167,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
167  to  the  Louisiana-Arkansas  State 
Boundaiy  line. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  i.s  deemed  nece.5sary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  59457  (Sub-No.  36),  filed  De¬ 
cember  12,  1976.  Applicant:  SORENSEN 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC., 
Old  Amity  Road.  Bethany,  Comi.  06526. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Thomas  W. 
Murrett,  342  North  Main  Street,  West 
Hartford,  Conn.  06117.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Dated,  printed  publications,  and 
parts  thereof:  Serving  the  plantsite  of 
the  Shenandoah  Valley  Press,  Division  of 
Judd  Incorporated,  at  or  near  Strasburg, 
Va.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  regular  route  authority 
beween  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.  or  Hartford,  Conn. 

No.  MC  65665  (Sub-No.  16).  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  IMPERIAL 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2917,  2805 
Columbia  Street,  Torrance.  Calif.  90503. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  F. 
Wohlstetter,  1700  K  Street,  WashingUm, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Empty  household  goods  shipping  con¬ 
tainers,  set  up  or  knocked  down,  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif, 

No.  MC  67866  (Sub-No.  33).  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976.  Applicant:  FILM 

TRANSIT,  INC.,  3931  Homewood  Street, 
Memphis,  Tenn.  38118.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Warren  A.  Goff,  5100  Poplar 
Avenue,  Suite  200,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38117. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  livestock),  between  points  in  an 
area  and  on  the  line  which  bounds  that 
area  conunencing  at  the  southwest  cor¬ 
ner  of  ^kansas,  thence  north  along  the 
Arkansas-Texas  State  Line  to  Texar¬ 
kana,  Ark.,  thence  west  along  the  Ar¬ 
kansas-Texas  State  Line  to  the  Arkan¬ 


sas -Oklahoma  State  Line,  thence  north 
along  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State 
Line  to  the  Arkansas-Missourl  State 
line,  thence  east  along  the  Arkansas- 
Missourl  State  Line  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  east  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  New  Madrid,  Mo.,  at 
the  Mississippi  River,  thence  northeast 
along  the  meanders  of  the  Mississippi 
River  to  Paducah,  Ky.,  thence  southeast 
along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  641,  thence  soutli 
along  U.S.  Highway  641  to  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  Line,  thence  east  along 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  Line  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  31W, 
thence  south  along  U.S.  Highway  31W 
to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  thence  south  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  to  Columbia,  Tenn., 
thence  southeast  along  Tenn^see  High¬ 
way  50  to  Lewisburg,  Tenn.,  tfi^ce  south 
along  U.S.  Highway  431  to  the  Tennes- 
see-Alabama  State  Line. 

Thence  west  along  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  to  its  intersection 
with  Alabama  Highway  17,  thence  south 
along  Alabama  Highway  17  to  Hamilton, 
Ala.,  thence  west  along  U.S.  Highway  78 
to  the  Alabama-Mississippi  State  Line, 
thence  south  along  the  Alabama-Missis¬ 
sippi  State  Line  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  west  along  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  the  Mississippl-Louisiana 
State  Line,  thence  north  along  the  Mis- 
sissippi-Louisiana  State  Line  to  the  Ar- 
kansas-Louisiana  State  Line,  thence  west 
along  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  Line 
to  the  point  of  beginning,  and  Lilbourn, 
Mo.,  and  New  Orleans,  La.,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  any  pack¬ 
ages  or  article  weighing  more  than  70 
pounds  or  exceeding  96  inches  in  length, 
or  exceeding  150  inches  in  length  and 
girth  combined,  and  further  restricted 
against  the  transportation  or  packages 
or  articles  weighing  in  the  aggregate 
more  than  200  pounds  from  one  con¬ 
signor  to  one  consignee  on  any  one  day  . 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  holds  Iden¬ 
tical  territorial  and  commodity  permanent 
authorities  throughout  the  entire  territory 
described  herein  with  the  exception  of  New 
Orleans,  la.,  and  the  small  p<»i;lon  of  western 
Arkansas.  Applicant  also  states  Its  authority 
held  in  MC  67866  (Sub-30)  contains  the 
same  weight  restrictions,  but  a  different  size 
restriction.  Common  contrcd  may  be  Involved 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  448)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  filed  December  8,  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Jan¬ 
uary  13,  1977,  and  republished  as 

amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936- 
2610  West  Commerce  St.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  E.  James  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Rail  track,  attachments  and 
accessories,  for  rail  track;  and  (2) 
equipment,  used  in  connection  with  the 
removal  and  installation  of  rail  track, 
between  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
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the  plantsltes,  facilities,  or  jobsites  of 
li.  B.  Fost^  Company. 

Non. — fvwnmnn  control  may  be  Involved. 

HEARING:  February  17,  1977,  (2 
days),  at  9:30  a.m.  Local  Time,  in  Room 
5A15-17.  Federal  Building,  1100  Com¬ 
merce  Street.  Dallas,  Texas  before  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Robert  K  Joy¬ 
ner.  This  proceeding  is  scheduled  for 
hearing  at  the  same  time  as  No.  MC 
83835  (Sub-No.  134) ,  Wales  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  450),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5976,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  E.  James  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  (a)  Contractor’s,  construction, 
mining,  lumber  mill,  marine,  industrial, 
and  material  handling  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  attachments,  accessories,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  and  (b)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
us^  or  useful  in  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  commodities  in  (l)(a) 
above,  between  Manitowoc,  Wls.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii,  restricted  to  traflBc 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  plant- 
sites  or  warehouse  facilities  of  the  Man¬ 
itowoc  Company,  Inc.,  its  division  and 
subsidiaries,  located  at  <ir  near  Mani¬ 
towoc,  Wls.,  and  further  restricted  to 
trafiBc  originating  at  or  destined  to  points 
in  the  named  States,  except  for  the 
movement  of  traflBc  in  foreign  commerce; 
and  (2)  material,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  or 
useful  in  the  building,  repair,  or  outfit¬ 
ting  of  marine  vessels,  frcnn  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  to  Stiirgeon  Bay,  Wls. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  i^U- 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  on  a  consoli¬ 
dated  record  with  similar  applications  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  451) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936- 
2010  West  Commerce  St.,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  K  James  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  building  materials,  tile,  floor¬ 
ing  and  molding,  from  Franklin  County, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  95876  (Sub-No.  196),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Aw>licant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Avenue  North,  P.O.  Box  1377,  St.  Cloud, 
Minn.  56301.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  D.  Gisvold,  1000  First  National 


Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis.  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  (a) 
Contractor’s,  construction,  mining,  lum¬ 
ber  mm.  marine,  industrial,  and  mate¬ 
rial  handling  machinery,  equipment,  at¬ 
tachments.  accessories,  and  supplies; 
and  (b)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  (except  commodities  4n  bulk)  used 
or  useful  in  the  manufacture  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  (a)  above, 
between  Manitowoc.  Wis.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii,  restricted  to  traflBc 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  plant- 
sites  or  warehouse  facilities  of  the  Mani¬ 
towoc  Company,  Inc.,  its  division  and 
subsidiaries,  located  at  or  near  Mani¬ 
towoc,  Wls.,  and  further  restricted  to 
traflBc  originating  at  or  destined  to 
•points  in  the  named  states,  except  for 
the  movanent  of  traflBc  in  foreign  com¬ 
merce;  and  (2)  material,  equipment  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
used  or  useful  in  the  building,  repialr,  or 
outfitting  of  marine  vessels,  from  points 
in  the  United  States  to  Sturgeon  Bay, 
Wis. 

Note. — Common  centred  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  on  a  consoU- 
dated  record  with  similar  applications  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  102567  (Sub-No.  194),  filed 
December  28,  1976.  Applicant:  McNAIR 
'TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  5357, 
4295  Meadow  Lane,  Bossier  City,  La. 
71010.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Helsley,  .905  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (a)  Petroleum  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  ApiJendlx  XIH  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  (except  liquefied  pe¬ 
troleum  gases,  anhydrous  ammonia,  and 
asphalt) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Brazoria,  Cfiiambers,  Calhoun, 
Coke.  Colorado,  Dallas,  Ector,  Payette, 
Galveston,  Hansford,  Hardin,  Harris, 
Jefferson.  Liberty.  Matagorda,  Midland, 
Montgomery,  and  Orange  Counties, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Florida  and  Tennessee, 
(b)  petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  XUI  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Brazoria,  Chambers,  Cal¬ 
houn.  Coke,  Colorado,  Dallas,  Ector, 
Payette,  Galveston,  Hansford,  Hardin, 
Harris,  Jefferson,  Liberty,  Matagorda, 
Midland.  Montgomery,  and  Orange 
Counties,  Tex.,  to  pxiints  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Geoi^a,  Oklahoma  and  South 
Carolina,  (c)  petroleum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  liquefied  petroleum  gas) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  fr<Hn  points  in  Brazoria, 
Chambers,  Calhoun,  Coke,  Colorado, 
Dallas,  Ector.  Payette,  Galveston,  Hans¬ 
ford,  Hardin.  Harris,  Jefferson,  Liberty, 
Matagorda,  Midland.  Montgomery,  and 
Orange  Counties.  Tex.,  to  points  in  Lou¬ 
isiana  and  Mississippi  (except  points  in 


Washington  and  Warren  Coimties, 
Miss.),  Id)  petroleum  products  (except 
liquefied  petroleum  gas) ,  that  are  liquid 
chemicals  (petro  chemicals),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Brazoila. 
Chambers.  Calhoun,  Coke,  Colorado. 
Dallas.  Ector.  Fayette,  Galveston,  Hans¬ 
ford,  Hardin.  Harris,  Jefferson,  Liberty, 
Matagorda.  Midland,  Montgomery  and 
Orange  Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Mississippi.  North  Carolina. 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee:  and  (e) 
liquefied  petroleum  gases,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Brazoria, 
Chambers.  Calhoun,  C^ke,  Colorado, 
Dallas.  Ector.  Fayette.  Galveston,  Hans¬ 
ford.  Hardin.  Harris,  Jefferson.  Liberty, 
Matagorda.  Midland,  Montgomery,  and 
Orange  Counties,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas.  Louisiana  and  Mi^issippi. 

Note. — If  &  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  104123  (Sub-No.  80>,  filed 
December  23,  1976.  Applicant:  JOHN 
SCHUTT.  JR..  INC.,  665  River  Road. 
North  Tonawanda.  N.Y.  14120.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  H.  Street¬ 
er,  704  Southern  Bldg.,  15th  and  H 
Streets.  N  W.,  Washington,  D  C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous 
aluminum  chloride  (in  bulk) ,  from  Alcoa, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  Mobile,  Ala.;  Baton 
Rouge.  Carville,  and  St.  James,  La.;  Bal¬ 
timore.  Md.;  Hamilton,  Picayune,  and 
Gulfport.  Miss.;  Sugar  Creek,  Mo.; 
Bound  Brook  and  East  Hanover,  NJ.; 
Ashtabula,  Ohio;  West  Elizabeth,  Pa.; 
Institute.  W.Va.;  Texas  City,  Sea  Drift 
and  Freeport,  Tex.;  and  Port  Huron, 
Mich. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Buffalo,  N.T.  CM*  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  453),  filed 
December  23.  1976.  Applicant:  ALTKR- 
MAN  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  12805 
N.W.  42nd  Avenue.  Opa  Locka,  Fla. 
33054.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ford 
W.  Sewell  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
and  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (A) 
Regular  routes:  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  Between  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  and  Tallahassee,  Fla.:  (a)  From 
Jacksonville  over  U.S.  Highway  90  to 
’Tallahassee,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes:  and  (b)  From  Jacksonville  over 
U.S.  Highway  10  to  Tallahassee,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (2)  Between 
Tallahassee,  Fla.  and  Miami,  Fla.;  (a) 
From  Tallahassee  over  U.S.  Highway  27 
to  jimctlon  U.S.  Highway  98,  thence  ovrar 
U.S.  Highway  98  to  jimctlon  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41.  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
Miami,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
and  (b)  From  Tallahassee  .over  U& 
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Highway  27  to  Miami,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (3)  Between  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.  and  Key  West,  Fla.;  (a)  From 
Jacksonville  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Key 
West,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(4)  Between  Jacksonville,  Fla.  and 
Miami,  Fla.;  From  Jacksonville  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  95  to  Miami,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route.  (5)  Between 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  and  Tampa,  Fla.: 
Prom  Jacksonville  over  U.S.  Highway 
90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  301  to  jimction  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  200,  thence  over  Florida 
Higway  200  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  Tampa,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

(6)  Between  Daytona  Beach,  Fla.  and 
Tampa  Fla:  From  Dayton  Beach  over 
U.S.  Highway  92  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  4,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  4  to  Tampa,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  (7)  Between  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  and  Fort  Myers,  Fla.:  Prom  Jackson¬ 
ville  over  U.S.  Highway  17  to  Fort  Myers, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (8)  Be¬ 
tween  Tampa,  Fla.  and  Vero  Beach, 
Fla:  Prom  Tampa  over  Florida  High¬ 
way  60  to  Vero  Beach,  and  return  over 
same  route;  (9)  Between  Waldo,  Fla.  and 
Miami,  Fla:  From  Waldo  over  Florida 
Highway  24  to  Gainesville,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  441  to  Miami,  and  return 
over  same  route;  and  (10)  Between  Fort 
Myers,  Fla.  and  Port  Lauderdale,  Fla: 
From  Fort  Myers,  over  Florida  Highway 
84  to  Port  Lauderdale,  and  return  over 
same  route,  serving  the  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  of  Columbia.  Gilchrist 
and  Levy  Counties,  Fla.,  in  (1)  through 
(10)  above,  service  at  Tallahassee  is  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  in  interchange  or  in¬ 
terline  service;  and  (B)  irregular  routes: 
foods  and  foodstuffs  (except  commodities 
In  bulk) ,  between  points  in  Florida  in  and 
west  of  a  line  formed  by  Alachua,  Baker. 
Citrus,  Marion  and  Union  Counties. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Miami  or  Orlando,  Fla. 

No.  MC  108835  (Sub-No.  37) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Am>licant:  HYMAN 
PREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3393, 
1745  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55104.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rod¬ 
ney  L.  Trocke,  2690  North  Prior  Avenue, 
Roseville,  Minn.  55113.  Authority  sought 
to  opierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  CcMnmission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) 
(1)  Between  junction  of  Iowa  Highway 
60  and  Iowa  Highway  9  and  Sioux  Falls, 
S.  Dak.:  From  junction  of  Iowa  Highway 
60  and  Iowa  Highway  9  over  Iowa  High¬ 
way  9  to  South  Dakota  Highway  38, 
thence  over  South  Dakota  Highway  38  to 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and  retium  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  Between  jimction  of 
Iowa  Highway  60  and  UJ3.  Highway  18 
and  junction  of  UJS.  Highway  18  and 
Iowa  unnumbered  Highway  east  of  Fair- 


view,  S.  Dak.;  From  Junction  of  Iowa 
Highway  60  and  UJS.  Highway  18  over 
U.S.  Highway  18  to  Juncticm  of  UJS. 
Highway  18  and  Iowa  imnumbered  High¬ 
way  east  oi  Falrvlew,  S.  Dak.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  and  (3)  Between 
junction  of  Iowa  Highway  60  and  UJS. 
Highway  75  and  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  and  Iowa  Highway  9:  From  junc¬ 
tion  of  Iowa  Highway  60  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75  over  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction 
of  Iowa  Highway  9,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  serving  no  intermediate 
points  except  as  otherwise  authorized 
and  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  349),  filed 
December  23.  1976.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CX>.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  A.  N.  Jacobs 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Materials,  machinery, 

equipment,  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk)  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  contractors’, 
construction,  and  mining  machinery, 
equipment,  and  parts,  from  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii,  to  the  facilities  of  Bucy- 
rus-Erie  Co.,  located  at  Pocatello,  Idaho. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  hrtd  at  either  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  or  Reno,  Nev, 

No.  MC  109533  (Sub-No.  84).  filed 
December  30,  1976.  Applicant:  OVFfft- 
NITE  TRANSPORTATION  C70MPANY, 
a  Corporation,  1000  Semmes  Avenue, 
Richmond,  Va.  23224.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  T.  Llipfert,  1660  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Suite  1100,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods 'as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  ccMhmodities  in  bulk  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment)  (1)  Between 
Marietta,  Ohio  and  Cumberland,  Md., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Marietta  over  Interstate  Highway  77  to 
Parkersburg,  W.  Va.  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
220,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
(Cumberland,  and  return  over  same 
route;  (2)  Between  (Charleston,  W.  Va. 
and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  Prom  (Charleston  over 
U.S.  119  and/or  Interstate  Highway  79  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  79,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  79  to  Pittsburgh 
and  return  over  same  route;  (3)  Between 
Bluefield,  W.  Va.  and  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  19  and  Interstate  Highway  79,  serv¬ 
ing  all  Intermediate  points:  From  Blue- 
field  over  U.S.  Highway  19  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  79,  and  return  over 
same  route;  (4)  Between  Ilirkersburg, 
W.  Va.  and  Williamson,  W.  Va.  serving 


all  intermediate  points:  From  Parkers¬ 
burg  over  Interstate  Highway  77  to 
Charleston.  W.  Va.  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  junction  W.  Va.  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  over  W.  Va.  Highway  65 
to  junction  .U.S.  Highway  52,  th^ce  over 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  Wllliamison,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  same  route;  (5)  Between  Galli- 
polls,  Ohio  and  Charleston.  W.  Va.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points:  From  Cjtelli- 
polis  over  Ohio  Highway  7  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  35,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35  to  Charleston,  and  return  over 
same  route. 

(6)  Between  Bluefield,  W.  Va.  and 
Huntington,  W.  Va.  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  Prom  Bluefield  over 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  Huntington  and  re¬ 
turn  over  same  route;  (7)  Between  junc¬ 
tion  W.  Va.  Highway  2  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  35  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  33  and 
Interstate  ffighway  77  serving  all  Inter¬ 
mediate  points:  F’rom  junction  W.  Va. 
Highway  2  and  U.S.  Highway  35  over  W. 
Va.  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  33,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  77  and  re¬ 
turn  over  same  route;  (8)  Between 
Morgantown,  W.  Va.  and  Cumberland, 
Md.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points: 
FYom  Morgantown  over  U.S.  Highway  48 
to  Cumberland  and  return  over  same 
route;  (9)  Between  Parkersburg,  W.  Va. 
and  Pittsburgh,  i*a.,  serving  aU  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  FVom  I*arkersburg  over 
W.  Va.  Highway  2  to  Welrton,  W.  Va. 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  I*itts- 
burgh,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(10)  Between  Wheeling,  W.  Va.  and 
Washington,  P»a.  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  Prom  Wheeling  over  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  Washington,  returning 
over  the  same  route;  (11)  Between  Blue¬ 
field,  Va.-W.  Va.  and  Lewisburg,  W.  Va. 
serving  all  Intermediate  points:  From 
Bluefield  over  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junc- 
'  tior  U.S.  Highway  219,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  Lewisburg,  and  return 
over  same  orute;  (12)  Between  Gallipolis. 
Ohio  and  East  Liverpool,  Ohio  servi^  all 
intermediate  points:  Prom  Gallipolis  over 
Ohio  Highway  7  to  East  Liverpool,  and 
return  over  same  route;  (13)  Between 
junction  U.S.  19  and  Interstate  Highway 
77  and  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points :  From  junction  U.S. 
19  and  Interstate  Highway  77  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77  to  Charleston,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  same  route;  (14)  Between 
Bluefield,  W.  Va.  and  Huntington.  W.  Va. 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  FYom 
Bluefield  over  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  77,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  77  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  64,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  64  to  Huntington,  and  return 
over  same  route;  (15)  Serving  all  points 
in  West  Virginia  (except  those  on  the 
above  routes)  as  off-route  points;  (16) 
Serving  all  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  22  and  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  19,  as  off-route  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Charleston 
or  Huntington.  W.  Va.  or  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  111397  (Sub-No.  121)  filed 
January  3,  1977.  Applicant:  DAVIS 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1345  South  4th 
Street,  Paducah,,  Ky.  42001.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  S.  Melton,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  1407 — Avondale  Station,  Paducah, 
Ky.  42001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Alcoholic 
liquors,  in  containers,  (1)  from  the  plant 
site  of  Heublein,  Inc.,  located  at  I^u- 
cah,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,,  Oklahoma,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee  and  Texas;  and  (2) 
from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  the  plant  site 
of  Heublein,  Inc.,  located  at  Paducah,  Ky. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  231)  filed 
December  22,  1976.  Applicant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTA'nON  COMPANY,  INC., 
1425  Franklin  Road,  S.E.,  Marietta,  Oa. 
30067.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  E.  Bom,  P.O.  Box  6426,  Station  A, 
Marietta,  Gsl.  30065.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (l)(a)  Contractor’s  construction, 
mining,  lumber  mill,  marine,  industrial, 
and  material  handling  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment,  attachments,  accessories,  and 
supplies;  and  (b)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  used  or  useful  in  the  manufactiure 
or  distribution  of  the  commodities  in  1 
(a)  above,  between  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri.  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina. 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
plantsites  or  warehouse  facilities  of  the 
Manitowoc  Company,  Inc.,  its  division 
and  subsidiaries  located  at  or  near  Mani¬ 
towoc,  Wis.,  and  further  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  points 
in  the  named  states,  except  for  the  move¬ 
ment  of  traffic  in  foreign  commerce; 
and  (2)  Material,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  used 
or  iiseful  in  the  building,  repair  or  out¬ 
fitting  of  marine  vessels,  from  points  in 
the  radial  states  in  (1)  above,  to  Stur¬ 
geon  Bay,  Wis.,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  in  the  above-named  states  and 
destined  to  Sturgeon  Bay,  Wis. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  on  a 
consolidated  record  with  similar  applica¬ 
tions  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  113)  filed 
December  30,  1976.  Applicant;  ACE 
DORAN  HAULING  b  RIGGING  CO.,  a 
Corporation,  1601  Blue  Rock  Street,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  45223.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  John  D.  Herbert  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  tr^sport- 
Ing:  Plastic  pipe,  fittings,  accessories, 
materials  and  supplies,  (1)  from  the 
plantsite  and  shipping  facilities  of  Ge¬ 
nova,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Hazleton. 
Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  from  the  plantsite 
and  shipping  facilities  of  Rensselaer 
Plastics,  Div.  of  Genova,  Inc.,  located  at 
or  near  Rensselaer,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the 
.United  States  (except  Hawaii). 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  357)  filed 
December  29.  1976.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395, 
Louisville,  Ky.  40221.  Applicant’s 'repre¬ 
sentative:  Cfiiarles  R.  Dtmford  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trsmsport- 
Ing:  Acids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Evansville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan,  Ohio  and  West  Virginia,  restricted 
to  shipments  having  a  prior  movement 
by  rail. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Louisville, 
Ky.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  358)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  December  10,  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Recister  issue  of  Jan¬ 
uary  27,  1977  and  republished  as 

corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  LIQ¬ 
UID  TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  21395,  Louisville,  Ky.  40221.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  C.  R.  Dunford 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Ohio,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  repubilcation 
is  to  indicate  the  correct  destination  points. 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  either  LoulsvOle,  Ky.  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  359) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  14,  1976.  Applicant;  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395. 
Louisville,  Ky.  40221.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leonard  A.  Jasklewlcz,  1730  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  (iterate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Grain 
neutral  spirits,  alcohol  and  alcoholic 
liquors,  in  bond,  in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles, 
from  Peoria  and  Delavan,  Bl.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Kentucky  and  Ohio. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  iq>pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Louisville, 
Ky.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  335)  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLA- 


TOR  COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde 
Park  Road.  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Elizabeth  L 
Henoch  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Microfilm,  micro¬ 
fiche.  microforms  and  related  items,  used 
in  the  business  of  banks  and  banking  in¬ 
stitutions,  (1>  between  Omaha.  Nebr.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
Iowa;  (2)  between  (Chicago,  Dl.,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wisconsin;  and  (3)  between  Flora,  Miss., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Florida, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana. 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee  and  Texas. 

Note. — ^AppUcant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC-1 11729  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  189)  filed  De¬ 
cember  10,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2 
Salt  Creek  Lane.  Hinsdale,  Bl.  60521.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Carl  L.  Steiner, 
39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  Bl. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over 
Irregular  roiit^,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
BiistoL  Wis.,  to  points  tn  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana.  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  Missouri  and  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  113267  (Sub-No.  347)  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
b  SOUTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
3215  Tulane  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  30130  A.MF., 
Memphis.  Tenn.  38130.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lawrence  A.  Fischer  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pickles,  pickled  tomatoes,  sauer¬ 
kraut  and  relishes,  requiring  mechanical 
refrigerated  vehicles  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) .  ftmi  the 
plantsite  of  Claussen  Pickle  Co.,  a 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Oscar  Mayer 
&  Co.  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Woodstock, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above  named  origin  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  named  states. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Madison,  Wis.  or  Chicago,  HL 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  368)  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marlon  Road  SE,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo.  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
(a)  Contractors,  construction,  mining. 
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lumber  miU,  marine,  industrial,  and 
material  handling  machinery,  equip¬ 
ment.  attachments,  accessories,  and  sup¬ 
plies;  and  (b)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  (except  ccnnmodltles  In  bulk) 
used  or  useful  In  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  commodities  in  1(a) 
above,  between  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii,  restricted  to  trafiBc 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  plant- 
sites  or  warehouse  facilities  of  the  Mani¬ 
towoc  Company,  Inc.,  its  division  and 
subsidiaries,  at  or  near  Manitowoc,  Wls., 
and  fiulher  restricted  to  trafiBc  originat¬ 
ing  at  or  destined  to  points  in  the  named 
states,  except  for  the  movement  of  traf¬ 
fic  in  foreign  commerce;  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  used  or  useful  in 
the  building,  repair,  or  outfitting  of 
marine  vessels,  frcHn  points  In  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to 
Sturgeon  Bay,  Wis. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ^pll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  on  a  consolidated 
record  with  similar  applications  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  278)  filed  De¬ 
cember  16,  1976.  Ai^llcant:  CRST,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids.  Iowa  52406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Konchar,  Suite  315  Commerce  Exchange 
Bldg.,  2720  First  Avenue  NFI.,  P.O.  Box 
1943,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  meat  by  products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appiendix 
I  to  the  report  In  DescripUons  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  In 
bulk),  from  Clncinnatt  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Pennsylvania  and  West  Vlrgdnla. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  h^d  at  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  279)  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  Applicant:  C®ST,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Rotert  E. 
Konchar,  Suite  315  Commerce  Exchange 
Bldg.,  2720  First  Avenue  N.E.,  P.O.  Box 
1943,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Calcium  chlo¬ 
ride,  magnesium  chloride  and  magnesium 
hydroxide,  from  Ludington,  Mich.,  to 
Kansas  Cfity,  Mo.;  (2)  calcium  chloride, 
disinfectant  (expect  medicinal),  penta- 
chlorophenol.  caustic  soda.  dry.  plastic 
granules,  synthetic  plastic  (except 
liquid),  and  cleaning  compounds,  liquid, 
from  Midland,  Mich,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo.; 
and  (3)  zinc  ammonium  chloride  klean- 
rol  flux  crystals,  nitre  cake,  zinc  chloride 
gran.,  and  zinc  chloride,  liquid,  frmn 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  Kansas  City.  Mo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washtngpton.  D.C. 


No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  282)  filed  De¬ 
cember  27  1976.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  Corp(n:«ti<xi. 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Mtam. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
H.  Wills  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantslte  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Jeno’s,  Inc.  located  at  Duluth,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  and  South  Dakota,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  trafiBc  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  above  named  pioincs. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  283)  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Mbm. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
H.  Wills  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle  over  Ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Glass  bot¬ 
tles.  from  Marion,  Ind.,  to  Chaska  and 
Winona,  Minn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  284)  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  DART 

TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn. 
55114.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
H.  Wills  (same  address  as  api^cant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Carpet  rolls 
and  boxes  of  samples,  from  Dalto^  Oa.  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  M  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Chicago,  UL 

No.  MC  114632  (Sub-No.  93)  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  APPLE 
LINES,  INC.,  212  S.W.  Second  St.,  Madi¬ 
son.  S.  Dak.  57402.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Andrew  Clark.  1000  1st  NatL 
Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^  transporting:  Such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  and 
wholesale  department  and  hardware 
stores  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
from  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana,  K^- 
tucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Perm- 
sylvania,  and  Wisconsin,  to  the  facilities 
of  or  utilized  by  CToast  to  Coast  Stores 
Central  Organization,  Inc.  located  at 
points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  and  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  restricted  to  the  transporta- 
tlcm  of  trafiBc  or  originating  at  the  above 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  destinations. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  129708,  therefore  dual 


operations  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  i^^lcant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Mlnneepolla,  Minn 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  345),  filed 
January  6,  1977.  An>llcant:  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  OfiBce  Drawer 
500,  Evergreai,  Ala.  36401.  Ai^cant’s 
representative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (Same  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cast 
iron  pipe,  fittings,  valves,  fire  hydrants, 
castings  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  installation  thereof,  from  the 
plantslte  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Clow  Corporation  located  at  Coshoctcwi. 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Nebraska. 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
and  Texas. 

HEARING:  March  17.  1977,  (2  days),  at 
9:30  a.m.  Local  Time,  In  Boom  235  Federal 
Office  Building,  85  Marconi  Blvd.,  Columbus 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  115180  (Sub-No.  97»,  filed 
December  22,  1976.  Applicant:  ONLEY 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC,  205  W.  14th  St..  New  York. 
N.Y.  10014.  Applicant's  representative. 
George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jer¬ 
sey  City,  NJ.  07306.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Section  $ 
A  and  C  ot  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  (1)  from 
the  plantslte  and  storage  facilities  util¬ 
ized  by  American  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont^  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columlria;  and  (2)  from  the 
plantslte  and  storage  facilities  utilized 
by  American  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Oakland,  Iowa,  to  p<rints  in 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts.  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  the 
District  of  Coliunbia,  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above  to  trafiBc  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  204),  filed 
December  27,  1976.  AiH>licant;  J  &  M 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
488,  MilledgevUle,  Ga.  31061.  Applicant’s, 
representative:  Paul  M  Daniell,  P.O.  Box 
872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Malt  beverages  and  related  ad¬ 
vertising  matter,  from  Belleville,  HI.,  to 
points  in  Alabama.  MlsslssiiH>l.  Louisiana 
and  Texas;  and  (2)  empty  malt  bever¬ 
age  containers,  malt  beverage  pallets, 
dunnage,  damaged,  refused  and  rejected 
shipments  of  malt  beverages,  from  points 
in  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisiana,  and 
Texas,  to  Belleville,  HI. 
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Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If-  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115311  (Sub-No.  205),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Ai>plicant;  J  &  M 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O, 
Box  488,  Milledgeville,  Ga.  31061.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Paul  M.  Daniell, 
P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregvilar 
routes,  transporting :  (A)  Malt  beverages, 
(1)  from  Trenton,  N.J.  and  Norfolk,  Va., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas;  and  (2)  between  Norfolk,  Va.  and 
Trenton,  N.J.;  and  (B)  maZt  beverage 
containers,  pallets,  dunnage  and  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  the  production, 
distribution  and  advertising  of  malt  bev¬ 
erages  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  (1) 
from  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Flo¬ 
rida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Texas,  to  Trenton,  N.J.  and  Nor-  * 
folk,  Va.;  and  (2)  between  Norfolk,  Va. 
and  Trenton,  N.J. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemd  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Atlanta,  Ga.  or 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  115322  (Sub-No.  126),  filed 
December  28,  1976.  Applicant:  RED¬ 
WING  REFRIGERATED,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
10177,  Highway  527,  Taft,  Fla.  38209.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666 
Eleventh  Street,  N.W.,  Washingrt»n,  D.C. 
20001. -Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting :  Plastic 
articles,  burlap  articles,  and  paper  ar¬ 
ticles,  and  materials  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
of  the  aforesaid  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  frcun  the  plant  site 
of  and  warehouse  facilities  utilized  by 
PPD  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Newark,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Flo¬ 
rida,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  (Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — (Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  529),  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Applicant:  CX)LO- 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  168,  Concord,  Tenn. 
37922.  Applicant’s  representative;  Ches¬ 
ter  G.  Groebel  (Same  address  as  i^pll- 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
from  Denver,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arksmsas,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Ml(;higan,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  South  Carolina  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — Gommon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  iq>pli- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No  MC  116947  (Sub-No.  53).  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Applicant:  SCOTT 


’TRANSFER  <X>.,  INC.,  920  Ashby  St., 
S.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30310.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  Addams.  Suite 
212,  5299  Roswell  Road,  NFI..  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30342.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cleaning  compounds,  drug  and  toilet 
preparations,  naptha  in  metal  contain¬ 
ers,  not  exceeding  one  gallon  capacity, 
between  Danville,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Georgia  and 
Texas,  and  Jersey  City.  N.J.,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
ATI,  Inc.  of  Milford,  Conn. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  117956  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  117068  <Sub-No.  77),  filed 
December  28,  1976.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  SPECIALIZED  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6418,  North  High¬ 
way  63,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Forklift 
trucks,  from  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  to  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  Battle  Creek,  Mich.,  and 
destined  to  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  117686  (Sub-No.  161),  filed 
December  27, 1976.  Applicant:  HIRSCH- 
BACH  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  5000  South 
Lewis  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  51102.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  L.  Hirschbach  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  foods,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  the  Pillsbury 
Company,  located  at  or  near  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  Minn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ^pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  208),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Applicant:  NA’TION- 
WIDE  CARRIERS,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  104, 
Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alan  L.  Timmerman 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Phonograph  records,  and 
recorded  and  blank  sound  tapes,  phono¬ 
graphs  and  tape  players  and  recorders, 
radio  and  television  receivers,  television 
games,  musical  instruments,  scire  and 
wooden  racks,  music  books,  adding  and 
computing  machines,  disc  or  tape  sound 
recording  carrying  cases,  from  points  in 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Pamsyl- 
vanla,  to  the  facilities  of  J.  L.  Marsh, 


Inc.,  located  at  St.  Louis  Park,  Minn.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  nam^d  destinations. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  No.  MC  114789  (Sub-No.  16  ana 
other  subs),  therefore  dual  (^rations  may 
be  Involved.  Common  control  may  also  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  118288  (Sub-No.  47),  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  Applicant:  FROST 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  14751  Boyle  Ave., 
Fontana,  Calif.  92335.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  Y.  Schureman,  1545  Wil- 
shire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90017.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives  and  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission) ,  between 
points  in  California  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Oregon, 
Washington,  and  Idaho,  restricted  to 
shipments  moving  on  the  bUls  of  lading 
of  freight  forwarders. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  119547  (Sub-No.  45),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  EDGAR  W. 
LONG,  INC.,  Route  4,  Zanesville,  Ohio 
43701.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
Duvall,  P.O.  Box  97,  220  West  Bridge  St., 
Dublin,  Ohio  43017.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Malt  beverages  and  related  adver¬ 
tising  material,  from  Columbus,  Ohio; 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.;  and  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
to  points  in  West  Virginia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
(Tolumbvis,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  119702  (Sub-No.  49),  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1976.  Applicant:  STAHLY 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
486,  130A  Hillsboro  Avenue,  Edwards- 
ville,  HI.  62025.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen 
Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Liquid  and  dry  ferti¬ 
lizer,  in  bulk,  from  Pulton,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Miimesota,  Missouri 
and  Wisconsin;  and  (2)  dry  fertilizer, 
in  bulk,  from  Pekin,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  and 
Wisconsin.' 

Note. — U  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  on  a  con¬ 
solidated  record  with  similar  applications  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  121664  (Sub-No.  18) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976,  Applicant:  G.  A.  HOR- 
NADY,  CECIL  M.  HORNADY  AND  B.  C. 
HORNADY,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as,  HORNADY  BROTHERS 
TRUCTK  LINE,  P.O.  Box  846,  Monroe¬ 
ville,  Ala.  36460.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Gerald  D.  Colvin,  Jr.,  603  Prank 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  28— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  10,  1977 


8162 


NOTICES 


Nelson  Buflding,  Birmlnerham.  Ala. 
35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Cement 
and  mortar  mix.  In  bulk,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  National  Cement  Company,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Birmingham,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Georgia,  Florida,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces-sary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Blrmlnghham  of  Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  347).  filed 
December  17,  1976.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Highway  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  W.  Sawyer  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sheet 
metal  products,  pipe  and  tubing,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  distribution  and  installation 
thereof  (except  cwnmodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
between  Lithonla,  Ga.,  (m  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  Acme  Msmufacturlng  Company, 
located  at  Lithonla,  Ga. 

Note. — Ctommon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123502  (Sub-No.  46),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant;  FREE 

STATE  TRUC^K  SERVICE,  INC.,  Md. 
Rt.  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  760,  Glen  Bumie,  Md. 
21061.  Applicant’s  representative:  Nor¬ 
man  R.  Gienow  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Scrap 
metals.  In  dump  vehicles,  between  polnte 
In  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey  (except  points  In  Atlantic,  Burl¬ 
ington,  Camden,  Cape  May,  Chimberland. 
Gloucester  and  Salem  Ooimtles,  N.J.), 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124846  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  KALL- 
MEYER  BROS.  ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  4 
Schiller  Street,  P.O.  Box  223,  Hermann, 
Mo.  65041.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  P.  Rose,  Jefferson  Building,  P.O. 
Box  205,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  65101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mdtt  beverages.  In 
containers,  from  Milwaukee,  Wls.,  to 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  under  a  cmitinulng 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Quality 
Wholesaler’s,  Inc.  oil  Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
JeffersMi  City  or  Columbia,  Mo. 

Na  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  51),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicants  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 


2338,  East  Pefwla,  HI.  61611.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  D.  Gisvold,  1000 
First  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55402.  Authmity  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  (a) 
Contractor’s  construction,  mining,  lum¬ 
ber  mill,  marine,  industrial,  and  ma¬ 
terial  handling  machinery,  equipment, 
attachments,  accessories,  and  supplies; 
and  (b)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  (except  commodities  in  bulk)  us^ 
or  useful  in  the  manufacture  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  the  commodities  in  (l)(a) 
above,  between  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  the  plantsltes  or  warehouse 
facilities  of  the  Manitowoc  Company, 
Inc.,  its  division  and  subsidiaries,  at  or' 
near  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to^  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to-points  In  the  named  pc^ts 
(except  for,  the  movement  of  traffic  In 
foreign  commerce) ;  and  (2)  material, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk)  used  or  useful  In  the 
building,  repair  or  outfitting  of  marine 
vessels,  from  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Oklahoma 
and  Texas,  to  Sturgeon  Bay,  VHs.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  in  the 
above-named  origin  points  and  destined 
to  Sturgeon  Bay,  Wis. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  lnT(dve<L 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  aM>ll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  on  a  consolidated 
record  with  similar  applications  at  Washing-, 
ton,  DC. 

No.  MC  124987  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Applicant:  EARL  L. 
BONSAC?K  AND  ELAINE  M.  BONSACB:. 
a  Partnership,  doing  business  as:  EARL 
L.  BONBAC^  512  West  Plalnvlew  Road, 
La  Crosse,  Wls.  54601.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  E.  Ludden,  309  State 
Bank  Bldg.,  La  Crosse,  Wls.  54601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transiting;  Crates,  shook,  wood 
and  fibre,  nailed  end/or  glued,  knocked 
down  flat  In  bundles,  from  Aurora,  m., 
to  Rochester,  Minn,  and  OalesvlUe,  Wls, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Aurmo  Container  Corp. 
located  at  Aurora,  m. 

Nor. — ^If  s  healing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  reqneeta  It  be  held  at  either 
Chlca^  m.  or  Madison,  Wto. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  91),  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Applicant;  P-B 
TRUCIK  LINE  COMPANY,  a  C(»pora- 
tlon.  1945  South  Redwood  Roa^  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  J.  Norton,  P.O.  Box 
2135,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84110.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vdbdcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  tnmsporting:  Equipment,  mate¬ 
rials  and  sulkies  utilized  In  the  produc¬ 
tion,  manufacture,  assemblage  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  contractors,  construction 
and  mining  machine,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  supplies  and  parts  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  points  In  Ari¬ 


zona.  California,  Colorado,  Illinois.  Iowa. 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Mcmtana. 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota.  Oklahoma,  Oregem,  South  Da¬ 
kota.  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  Wiscon¬ 
sin  and  Wyoming,  to  points  in  Bannock 
County,  Idaho. 

Nor. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  s  hearing  to  deemed  neceesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requeetB  It  l>o  held  at  either  Boise.  Idaho 
or  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  168>.  filed 
January  3.  1977.  Applicant;  FAST 

MOTOR  SE31VICE.  INC.,  9100  Plainfield 
Road,  BrooSfield,  Ill.  60513.  Applicant's 
representative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  180 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60601. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper 
products;  plastic  products;  metal  foil 
products;  products  composed  of  com¬ 
binations  of  paper,  plastic  or  metal  foil; 
toothpicks;  wire  goods;  scouring  pads; 
holders  and  dispensers  for  above  named 
commodities  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distrilxitkxi 
and  sale  of  the  above  named  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  commodities  In  bulk) ,  from 
the  plantsite  of  American  CTan  Company, 
located  at  Lexington,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiansi,  Michigan,  Ohio  and 
Wisconsin,  under  a  continuing  ccxitract, 
or  contracts,  with  American  Can  Com¬ 
pany.  - 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ai^llcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 

m. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  182)'.  filed 
December  23,  1976.  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  3232  Highway  75  North.  P.O.  Box 
98  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  Cfity,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Tessar  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  In  bulk) ,  as  de¬ 
fined  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C,  209  and 
766,  from  the  plantsite  and  war^ouse 
faculties  of  Wilson  Foods  Corpmiitlon, 
located  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Nebraska,  restricted  to  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origin,  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinatiems. 

Nor. — If  ft  heariiig  to  deemed  necessary, 
appUcftnt  requests  it  be  held  ftt  Dallas,  Tex., 
or  Kaneas  City,  Mo.  ^ 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  184)  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  3232  Highway  75  North,  P.O.  Box 
98  Leeds  Station,  Slpux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applcant’s  representative:  Robert  O. 
Tessar  (same  address  as  appicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Afeof,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  In  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  In  Descriptions  in  Motor 
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Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  the  plantslde  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Wilson  Poods  Corpwatlon. 
located  at  Cherokee.  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Wisconsin,  restricted  to  the  tranqxjrta- 
tion  of  products  originating  at  the  above 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas.  Tex., 
or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  128270  (Sub-No.  22) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  REDIEHS 
INTERSTATE.  INC.,  1477  Ripley  Street, 
East  Clary,  Ind.  46405.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  A.  Kerwin,  180  North 
La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tran^x)rting:  Iron  and  steei  ar¬ 
ticles,  (1)  from  the  idantsites  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  utilized  by  L.  B.  Foster 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Chicago.  HI.,  to 
points  in  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Mlnnesc^  Missouri.  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  and  Wis¬ 
consin;  (2)  from  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  Texas,  and  .Wisconsin 
to  the  plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities 
utilized  by  Metal  Purchasing  CcHnpany. 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Chicago,  HI.;  (3) 
between  the  plantsites  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Plttsburgh-Des  Moines  Steel 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Marseilles,  HI., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(4)  between  the  plantsites  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  utilized  by  Bethlehem 
Steel  Corp.,  and  Midwest  Steel  CJorp.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Portage,  Ind.,  and  points 
in  Arkansas  and  Missouri. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  la  deemed  neceesary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago 
Ill. 

No.  MC  129068  (Sub-No.  36)  filed  De- 
cember  22,  1076.  Applicant:  GRIFFIN 
TRANSPORTAHON,  INC.,  3002  a 
Douglas  Blvd.,  Oklahoma  City.  Okla. 
.73150.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jack 
L.  Griffin  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vriiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transpKirtlng:  (1)  Trailers,  mo¬ 
bile  hcrnies,  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  autmnobfle,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments;  and  (2)  buUdings,  complete  or 
in  sections,  mounted  on  wheeled  under¬ 
carriages,  frcHn  points  in  Arkansas,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  against 
recreational  vehicles,  such  as  campers 
and  travri  trailers  and  modular  units  or 
prefabricated  buildings. 

Note. — ^Zf  a  hearlag  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  reqiieeta  It  be  held  at  either  Little 
Rock,  or  Ft.  Smith.  Ark. 

No.  MC  129068  (Sub-No.  37)  filed 
January  3,  1976.  Am>llcant:  GRIFFIN 
TBANSPORTATKMf,  INC.,  3002  8. 

Douglas  Bird.,  CAlahoma  City,  Okla. 
73150.  Applicant’s  remesentattve:  Jack 
li.  Griffin  (same  address  as  applicant). 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Trail¬ 
ers,  mobfle  homes,  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobile,  in  secondary 
movonents;  and  (2)  buildings,  comi^ete 
or  in  sections,  mounted  <«  wheeled  un¬ 
der  carriages,  from  points  in  Kansas,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  against 
recreational  vehicles,  such  as  campers 
and  travel  trailers  and  modular  units  or 
prefabricated  buildings. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Wichita  or  Topeka,  Kans. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  53)  filed  De¬ 
cember  6,  1976.  Applicant:  PACK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3975  S.  300  West, 
Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  'Truman  A.  Stockton,  Jr., 
'Ihe  1650  Grant  Street  Building.  Denver. 
Colo.  80203.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lumber  and  lumber  mill  products. 
from  California,  Idaho.  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington  and 
Wyoming,  to  Uinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky. 
Michigan,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin  and 
points  in  Ihe  United  States  west  of  the 
Misslssii^i  River  (excluding  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — Ckmumm  contr<rt  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
csnt  requeeta  It  be  held  at  PwUand.  Ong. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  129)  filed 
December  29,  1976.  Applicant:  TEIXAS 
CONTINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Ai^llcant’s 
representative:  Kim  G.  Meyer,  1600 
First  Federal  Bldg.,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30303. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Printed 
publications,  from  the  war^ouse  and 
storage  facilities  of  Magazine  Shippers 
Association,  Inc.  located  at  or  near 
Bridgeport,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Arizona. 
CTalifomla,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky.  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  New  Mexico.  Oklahcana,  Oregon. 
Tennessee.  Texas,  Utah,  Washington, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^AppUcant  holds  contract  carrier 
suthmdty  in  No.  MC  136032  and  subs  there- 
imder,  thOTefore  dual  operations  may  be  In- 
vcrived.  If  a  hearing  is  de«ned  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  New 
York,  N.T.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  130)  filed  De- 
cember  23,  1976.  Ai^llcant:  TEXAS- 
CONTINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC..  P.O. 
Box  434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s 
reiuesentative:  A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vriilcle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  boxed  meat,  from 
El  Paso,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 


Note  — .Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136033  and  sube  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  (^>eratk>ns  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  denned  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  El  Paso  or 
Dallas.  Tex. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  134)  filed  De- 
cember  20,  1976.  Apidicant:  TEXAS 
CONTINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Ai^canfs 
representative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews.  2340 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transpfwting:  Therapeutic  equip¬ 
ment,  in  mechanically  refrigerate 
equipment,  (1)  from  McAllen,  Tex.,  to 
Cinnaminson.  N.J.;  and  (2)  from 
Piscataway.  N.J.,  to  McAllen,  Tex. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136032  and  subs  there¬ 
under.  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at  Dallas. 
Tex. 

No.  MC  133119  'Sub-No.  108)  filed 
December  23,  1976.  Applicant:  HETYL 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  200  Norka  Drive, 
P.O.  Box  206,  Akron.  Iowa  51001.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  A.  J.  Swanson. 
521  South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849. 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sout^ht 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  t.v 
meat  packinghouses  as  described  in  Sec  - 
tlmis  A  and  C  of  the  report  in  Descrip- 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
cimunodities  In  bulk) ,  from  the  plant  site 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Ameri¬ 
can  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Oakland,  Iowa  to 
points  In  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Florida. 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  MlsslssippL  North 
Caitdlna,  South  Carolina  and  ’Tennessee, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  1«  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha 
or  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  133119  (Sub-No.  109>  filed 
'  December  23,  1976.  Applicant:  HETYL 
TRU(K  LINES,  INC.,  200  Norka  Drive. 
P.O.  Box  206,  Akron,  Iowa  51001.  Appli¬ 
cant's  representative:  A.  J.  Swanson. 
521  South  14th  Street.  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln.  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motOT 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  H- 
lin<^,  Indiana.  Iowa.  Kansas,  Michigan. 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  (Miio, 
Oklahoma.  South  Dakota,  Tennessee. 
Texas,  and  Wisconsin,  to  the  port  of  en¬ 
try  Ml  the  IntematlMial  Boundary  Line 
between  the  United  Statea  and  CTanada. 
located  at  or  near  Blaine,  Wash.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traflic 
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moving  in  foreign  commerce  to  points  in 
British  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Seattle.  Wash.,  or  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134068  (Sub-No.  31)  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1977.  Applicant:  KODIAK  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
58327,  3336  East  PruiUand  Avenue,  Ver¬ 
non,  Calif.  90058.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Joseph  W.  Harvey,  P.O.  Box  1018, 
Denver,  Colo.  80201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  from  points  in  Idaho,  Oregon, 
Utah  and  Washington,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Wisconsin 
and  Wyoming. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Seattle, 
Wash.,  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  134105  (Sub-No.  17)  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  cnLERY- 
VALE  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1318  East 
23rd  Street,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  37402. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jack  H. 
Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Avenue,  Park  Ridge,  m.  60068.  Authority 
sought  to  oi>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  the  planteites  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Carroll,  Denison,  and 
Iowa  Falls,  Iowa,  to  fioints  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  toe  above-named  origins  and  des¬ 
tined  to  toe  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.;  or  Des  Moines  or  Sioux  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  134105  (Sub-No.  19)  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1976.  AppUcant:  CELERY- 
VALE  ’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1318  East 
23rd  Street,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  37402. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Jack  H.  Blan¬ 
shan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy  Ave¬ 
nue,  Park  Ridge,  Ill.  60068.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  In  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  toe  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Wilson  Poods  Corpioratlon, 
located  at  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points  in 


Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  C^olina, 
and  Tennessee,  restrict^  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
above  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations.. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex., 
or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  134824  (Sub-No.  5)  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Apphcant:  FOREST 
PRODUCTS  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  216 
Newsom  Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  567,  Columbia, 
Miss.  39429.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  1700  Deposit  Guar¬ 
anty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wood  chips,  from  those  points  in  that 
part  of  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  20,  to  those  points  in 
that  part  of  Louisiana  east  of  toe  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Georgia-Pacific 
Corporation, 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson, 
Miss. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  216)  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  B.  J,  MC¬ 
ADAMS,  INC.,  Route  No.  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bob  McAdams  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Electrical  appliances,  equipment 
and  pari§,  as  defined  by  toe  Commission 
In  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  283,  and  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  thereof  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
Vermont  on  toe  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Idaho,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington, 
and  Wyoming. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  or  Atlantc^  Ga. 

No.  MC  135384  (Sub-No.  22)  filed  De¬ 
cember  9,  1976.  Applicant:  SPECIAL¬ 
IZED  TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  Highway 
81  &  1-75,  McDonough,  Ga.  30253.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Frank  D.  HaJl, 
Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd.  NK.,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  and  related  advertis¬ 
ing  materials,  between  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  toe  other, 
points  in  Georgia,  Missouri,  Maryland, 
and  North  Carolina. 

Note. — ^Applicant  Intends  to  tack  at  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa.,  and  Pabst,  Houston  Ooimty,  Os. 
to  provide  service  from  San  Antonio,  Tex., 
to  points  In  Alabama,  Tennessee,  Florida, 
South  Carolina,  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Mississip^  and  Virginia.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hectflng  is  deemed 


necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  either  Atlanta,  Oa.,  or  Washington,  D.Ct 

No.  MC  135410  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  AppUcant:  (XIURTREY 
J.  MUNSON,  doing  business  as  MUN¬ 
SON  TRUCKING,  700  South  Main,  P.O. 
Box  691,  Monmouth,  HI.  61462.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Jack  H.  Blanshan, 
Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy  Avenue,  Park 
Ridge,  HI.  60068.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  as  defined  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  toe 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facihties  of 
Wilson  Foods  Corporation,  l(x:ated  at  or 
near  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  toe  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  toe 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above-named  origin  and  destined  to 
toe  named  destinations. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Dallas,  Tex.,  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  135874  (Sub-No.  63),  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  L’TL  PER¬ 
ISHABLES,  INC.,  550  E.  5to  Street 
South,  South  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55075.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Paul  Nelson 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier., 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  Re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
utilized  by  Whitehall  Packing  Company, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Whitehall  and  Eau 
Claire,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Hlinois,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  toe  named  origins  and 
destined  to  toe  named  destinations. 

Note. — Ck>mmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  135874  (Sub-No.  65),  filed 
December  27, 1976.  Applicant:  LTL  PER¬ 
ISHABLES,  INC.,  550  E.  5th  Street  South, 
South  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55075.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  Nelson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
by  retail  and  wholesale  department  and 
hardware  stores  (except  In  bulk),  (1) 
from  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
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Hampehire,  New  Yoric,  New  Jersey,  Ohio, 
Penmylviuila,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  We^  Virginia,  and  the  District 
o<  C(duml^  to  CrawfordsvUle,  Ind., 
Brookings,  S.  Dak.,  and  Kansas  Ci^,  Mo.; 
(2)  from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  and  Wisconsin,  to  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.;  and  (3)  from  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  and  Wisconsin,  to  Brookings. 
S.  Dak.,  restricted  in  (1),  (2)  and  (3) 
above  to  shipments  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Co€ist  to  Coast  Stores  Central 
Organization,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
tlie  above  named  destinations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  135874  (Sub-No.  66),  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Applicant:  LTL  Per¬ 
ishables,  Inc.,  550  E.  5th  Street  South, 
South  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55075.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  Nelscm  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  aiHilicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  ccHiunodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  utilized 
by  American  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Oakland, 
Iowa  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin, 
restricted  to  trafOc  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  b©  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha.  Nebr. 

No,  MC  135881  (Sub-No.  2).  filed 
December  28,  1976.  Apidicant:  (JURTIS 
R.  LUNNEY,  Westfield,  Maine  04787. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Curtis  R. 
Lunney  (Same  address  as  appUcimt) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Beverages  (beer, 
malt  and  wine) ,  in  ccmtainers,  from  Ful¬ 
ton  and  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  and  Cranston, 
R.L.  to  Caribou.  Maine,  under  contract 
with  Wflllam  J.  Anderstm,  d/b/a  Ander¬ 
son  Beverage  Co.,  at  Caribou,  Maine. 

Note. — ^If  »  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
iq>pllcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Caribou, 
Fiesque  Isle,  or  Portland,  Maine. 

No.  MC  136212  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1976.  Applicant:  JENSEN 
TRUCJKINa  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
349,  Gothensburg,  Nebr.  69138.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Frederick  J.  Coff¬ 
man,  521  South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packbighouses  as  described  In  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  oi  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Description  iu  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 


tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (e.xcept 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
the  facilities  of  Mld-Westem  Beef,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Darr,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Colorado.  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa.  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana. 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
the  facilities  of  Mid-Western  Beef,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Darr,  Nebr.,  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  destination  states. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  reqxiesta  It  be  held  at  Lincoln 
or  Omaha.  Nebr. 

No.  MC  136342  (Sub-No.  11).  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  Applicant:  J.\CKSON 
AND  JOHNSON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  327, 
West  Church  Street.  Savannah,  N.Y. 
13146.  Applicant’s  representative:  S. 
Michael  Richards,  44  North  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  225.  Webster.  N.Y.  14580.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sugar,  from  Boston 

(Charlestovm) .  Mass.,  to  those  p>oints  in 
that  part  of  New  York  north  and  west  of 
Sullivan.  Dutchess,  and  Ulster  Counties, 
N.Y..  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  w’ith  Revere  Sugar  Refinery. 

Note. — .\{^Ucant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  134197  and  sube  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass,  or  New  York  City,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  138383  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  De¬ 
cember  29,  1976.  Applicant:  JON  C. 
SAWYER,  doing  business  as  SAWYER 
'TRANSPORT  CO.,  3535  Wolf  Road.  Sag¬ 
inaw,  Mich.  48601.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Karl  L.  (jotting,  1200  Bank  of 
Lansing,  Lansing,  Mich.  48933.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Industrial  sand,  in  hiillr, 
frtMn  the  facilities  of  the  Nugent  Sand 
Company,  at  Muskegon,  Mich.,  to  Defi¬ 
ance,  Ohio. 

Note. — (Simmon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  iq>plicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Lansing  or  De¬ 
troit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  138782  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  8.  1976.  Applicant:  CLYDE  T. 
FLETCHER,  doing  business  as  £03^- 
•rUCKY  T.OF.C.  DELIVERY  SERVICE. 
511  Hopkinsville  Street,  Princeton,  Ky. 
42445.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  M.  Catlett,  703-706  McClure 
Bldg.,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601.  Authority 
sought  to  c^ierate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transp>orting:  General  commodities  (ex- 
c^  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  gixxis  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commlssi(m,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  e(iulp- 
ment),  between  Princeton,  Ky.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Madiscm- 
ville,  Ky..  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  ralL 

Note. — If  a  hearing  ia  deemed  neceMary. 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  LouisvUle, 
Ky.,  or  Nashville,  Tenn.  ^ 


No.  MC  138902  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  ERB 

'TRANSPORTA’nON  <X)MPANY,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  65,  Crozet,  Va.  22932.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Harry  C.  Ames. 
Jr.,  Suite  805,  666  Eleventh  Street.  N.W  , 
Washington.  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Materials  and  supplies. 
used  in  the  processing,  manufacturing, 
and  packaging  of  frozen  foods  (except 
commcxlities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Delaware,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey.  New  Ytwk.  North  Carolina,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  Tennessee.  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia.  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
Crozet,  Va. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces-sarj. 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  139460  (Sub-No.  21)  .  filed  LK'- 
cember  21,  1976.  Applicant:  PORT  ED¬ 
WARD  EXPRESS  CO.,  INC.,  Rout^  9. 
Saratoga  Road,  Port  Edward,  N.Y.  12828. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  Fred 
Relyea  (Same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wollastonite,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Willsboro, 
N.Y..  to  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illlnoi'^. 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine.  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey. 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  &  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
.Mbany,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub.-No.  186),  filed 
December  15,  1976.  Applicant:  NA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1501  East 
8th  Street.  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans. 
67901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  Street,  N.W.. 
Suite  1030,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (H>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Molded  plastic 
articles,  from  Keller,  Tex,  to  points  In 
California,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico.  Ncwrth 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  and  South  Dakota. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authc^ty  In  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D  C. 

No.  MC  139569  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  O  &  T 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Route  1.  P.O.  Box  698. 
Shakopee,  Minn.  55379.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  K  Ballenthin,  630 
Osborn  Building,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  co»t- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting:  Black  otL. 
from  the  facilities  usM  by  Mathy  Coq- 
structlcm  Cmnpany  locate  at  or  near 
LaChPsse,  Wls,  to  points  In  Dodge,  Fin- 
more,  Freeborn.  Ooodhne,  Houston. 
Mower,  Olmsted,  Rice,  Steele,  Wabasha. 
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and  Winona  Counties,  Minn.,  under  a 
continued  contract  or  contracts  with 
Mathy  Construction  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  140792  iSub-No.  3),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  STANLEY 
E.  WHITEHEAD,  1017  Third  Avenue, 
Monroe,  Wis.  53566.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  329  W.  Wil- 
.son  Street,  P.O.  Box  8004,  Madison,  Wis. 
53708.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  from  Browntown, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Minnesota  and  Missouri,  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
or  useful  in  the  manufacture,  sale,  dis¬ 
tribution  or  production  of  feed  and  feed 
ingredients,  fr<Mn  points  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  and 
Missouri,  to  Browntown,  Wis.,  13)  feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  whey,  whey  by¬ 
products  and  lactose,  from  Boscobel,  Wis., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (4)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies,  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture,  sale,  distribution  or 
production  of  feed  and  feed  ingredients, 
whey,  whey  by-products  and  lactose, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  Boscobel,  Wis. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Madison,  Wis.  or  (Thlcago,  m. 

No.  MC  140820  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  29,  1976.  Applicant:  A  &  R 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  106  N.  Everett  St., 
P.O.  Box  413,  Streator,  HI.  61364.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  E.  Bedeker, 
1609  E.  First  St.,  Streator,  Ul.  61364.  Air- 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
rout^,  transporting:  Acids,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  between  Marseilles,  Ill.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  UL 

No.  MC  141071  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  LARANETA 
TRUCKING  CX>MPANY,  INC.,  870  West 
9th  Street,  San  Pedro,  Calif.  90731.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  J.  Mon- 
helm,  15942  -Whittier  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 
1756,  Whittier,  Calif.  90609.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pet  /ood,, from  Perham, 
Minn.,  and  Muscatine,  Iowa,  to  San  Jose, 
Calif.,  imder  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Star-Kist  Foods,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  141319  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  21,  1976.  Applicant:  JACK  L. 
HODGES,  311  Radclifl,  Oran,  Mo.  63771. 
Aiq>llcant’s  representative:  Thmnas  F. 
Kilroy,  Post  Office  Box  2069,  Springfield, 
^ya.  22152.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 


a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Clay,  clay 
products,  and  clay  articles  (except  in 
bulk) ,  from  points  in  Stoddard  County, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  "Virginia,  Vermont,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  api>licant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
January  3,  1977.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  division  of  Interstate  Rental, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  422,  Goodlettsville,  Tenn. 
37072.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68509.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Al¬ 
coholic  beverages,  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Law- 
renceburg,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Kentucky 
and  Tennessee,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cal¬ 
ifornia,  Nevada,  Oregon,  and  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif,  or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  142059  (Sub-No.  3)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  August  9,  1976,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issues  of 
September  16,  1976,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  CARDINAL  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  1830  Mound  Road,  P.O,  Box 
911,  Joliet,  m.  60436.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Michael  Farrell,  1725  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Aluminum 
and  aluminum  products  including  scrap 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
specialized  transportation  equipment), 
between  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Indiana,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Mont^a,  Nevada, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Mexico,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Ore¬ 
gon,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Wisconsin,  and  Wy<»ning,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the  named 
points,  and  fiuther  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  between  points 
in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Vermont. 

Note. — ^Tbe  puipoee  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  clarify  iq^Ucant’s  entire  request  for 
authority.  Aj^licant  requests  mat  its  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  HI.  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142193  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERT  L. 


DIETZ  AND  DONNA  J.  DIETZ,  doing 
business  as  DIETZ  PRODUCE,  P.O.  Box 
554,  Alma,  Nebr.  68920.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl,  Suite  1600  Lin¬ 
coln  Center  Bldg.,  1660  Lincoln  St.,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80264.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lumber  products,  between  Foreston, 
Buffalo  and  Red  Wing,  Minn.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  facilities 
of  Riviera  Products,  locat^  at  or  near 
Colorado  Springs,  Colo. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  142238  (Sub-No.  D,  filed  De¬ 
cember  21,  1976.  Applicant:  ROLLCAR- 
RIER,  INC.,  4075  East  15th  Place,  East 
Gary,  Ind.  46405.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative  :  Gregory  S.  Reising,  650  South  Lake 
Street,  Gary,  Ind.  46403.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Steel  coils,  on  specially 
designed  equipment,  (1)  between  Green¬ 
field  and  Kingsbury,  Ind.,  and  Dearborn, 
Detroit,  Flint,  Grand  Blanc,  Grand 
Rapids,  Kalamazoo,  Lansing,  and  Walton 
Lake,  Mich.;  (2)  between  Greenfield  and 
Kingsbury,  Ind.,  and  Ashtabula,  Canton, 
Cincinnati,  Cleveland,  Dayton,  Hamilton, 
Lordstown,  Marion,  Steubenville,  Wood- 
lawn,  and  Youngstown,  Ohio;  (3)  be¬ 
tween  Greenfield  and  Kingsbury,  Ind., 
and  Cairo,  Chicago  Heights,  East  St. 
Louis,  Granite  City,  Madison,  and  Wil¬ 
low  Springs,  HI.;  and  (4)  between  Green¬ 
field  and  Kingsbury,  Ind.,  and  Ash¬ 
land  and  Owensboro,  Ky. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.  or  Chicago,  IlL 

No.  MC  142268  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  GORSKI 
BULK  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  R.R.  No.  4, 
Harrow,  Ontario,  Canada  NOR  IGO.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  B. 
Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile  Road,  St. 
Clsdr  Shores,  Michigan  48080.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Alcoholic  beverages,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  port  of 
entry  on  the  International  Boimdary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  at  points  in  New  York  to 
Boston,  Mass.,  restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  plant  of  L.  J.  Mc- 
Guiness  &  Co.  Limited  located  at  the 
Province  of  Toronto,  Ontario,  Canada. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requess  it  be  held  at  either  Buffalo, 
N.T.,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  142508  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  Winter,  33  N. 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HL  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  mot(B‘  vehicle,  ova*  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (!)  Fruit  and 
berry  products,  and  condiments,  in) 
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from  the  facilities  utilized  by  Ocean 
^ray  Cranberries,  Inc^  located  at  or 
near  North  Chicago.  IlL  and  Kenosha, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Oeorgla,  Louisiana,  Kansas. 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee,  and  Texas;  and  (b) 
from  the  facilities  utilized  by  Ocean 
Spray  Cranberries,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Markham,  Wash.,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Nevada,  Oregcm,  Utah, 
and  Wyoming;  (2)  foodstuffs  and  mate- 
rials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in  tiie 
manufacture,  sale  or  distribution  of 
foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  utilized  by  Ocean 
Spray  Cranberries,  Inc.,  located  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  m.;  Bordentown,  NJ,;  Hans(m, 
Mlddleboro  and  Onset,  Mass.;  North 
East,  Pa.;  Markham,  Wash.;  and  Keno¬ 
sha,  Wis.;  and  (3)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  fruit 
and  berry  products  (except  frozen  com¬ 
modities  and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from 
points  in  Callfomla,  to  the  facilities 
utilized  by  Ocean  Spray  Cranberries, 
Inc.,  located  at  Markham,  Wash.,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  above 
against  commodities  in  bulk,  and  fiuther 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  appIlcatl<Mi  is 
to  convert  applicant’s  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  to  common  carrier  authority.  Appli¬ 
cant  holds  contract  carrier  authorl^  In  No. 
MC  134734  and  subs  thereunder,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  Invotved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  142699,  filed  November  16, 
1976.  AppUcant:  MAPLE  LEAF  EX¬ 
PORT  &  IMPORT,  INC.,  981  East  New 
York  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11212.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  C.  St.  Clair  Ma¬ 
loney  (Same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  (1)  General  com¬ 
modities  (exc^t  those  of  unusual  value, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment);  and  (2) 
household  goods  and  personal  effects, 
between  New  York,  N.Y.  and  Bost(», 
Mass.,  and  points  in  Connecticut,  Mary¬ 
land  and  the  District  of  Coltunbia, 
rectricted  in  (2)  above  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement,  in  ccmtalners,  be¬ 
yond  the  points  authorized,  and  further 
restricted  to  the  performance  of  pickup 
and  delivery  service  in  connecticm  with 
the  packing,  crating,  and  containeriza¬ 
tion  or  unpacking,  uncrating  and  decon- 
tainerizatlon  of  such  shipments. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  142729  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  Applicant:  LESTER 
MATTHEWS,  doing  business  as  LES¬ 
TER’S  DELIVERY.  6920  Singingwood 
Drive,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63129.  Applicant’s 
representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr, 
11  S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
63105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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Irregular  routes,  traoyq>orting:  Meat, 
fish,  cheese,  oiid  related  food  items  and 
supplies  dealt  in  by  food  chain  stores, 
between  ttte  facility  of  White  Castle 
Sjnstcsn  located  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  the 
facilities  of  White  Castle  Systems  lo¬ 
cated  at  Fairvlew  Heights  and  Alton.  UL 

Note.— If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pUcant  requests  It  be  htid  at  either 
St.  Louis,  Mo.  or  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  142762  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
December  27,  1976.  Applicant;  VER- 
PLANK’S  COAL  b  DOCK  CO.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  Ferrysburg,  Mich.  49409.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Karl  L.  Ootting, 
1200  Bank  of  Lansing.  Lansing,  Mich. 
48933.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^rting:  Industrial 
sand,  in  bulk,  frtxn  the  facilities  of  the 
Nugent  Sand  Company,  located  at  Mus¬ 
kegon.  Mich.,  to  D^ance,  Ohio. 

Notz. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing 
or  Detrcrft,  Mich. 

No.  MC  142763  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
December  29,  1976.  Applicant:  O.  W. 
CANNON  CXJMPANY,  a  CorpOTatlon, 
P.O.  Box  506,  Muskegon,  NBch.  49443. 
Applicant’s  r^res^tatlve;  Kart  L.  Get¬ 
ting,  1200  Bank  of  Lansing.  Lansing. 
Mich.  48933.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
dustrial  sand,  in  bulk,  fnxn  the  facilities 
of  the  Nugent  Sand  Company,  at  Muske¬ 
gon,  Mich.,  to  Defiance,  Ohio. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neceescu^, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  elUier  Lan¬ 
sing  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  142766  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
December  24,  1^76.  Applicant:  WHITE 
TIGER  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  116 
Jacobus  Ave.,  Kearny,  N.J.  07032.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  A.  Olsen, 
69  Tonnele  Avenue.  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  (^>erate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Elec¬ 
tronic  equipment,  and  household  appli¬ 
ances;  and  (2)  supplies,  equipment  and 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  the  cmnmodltles  named  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  oi  Sharp  Electronics, 
located  at  Paramus  and  South  Plainfield, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  In  and  east 
of  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Oklahoma 
and  Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Sharp  Electronics 
Corporation,  located  at  Paramus,  N.J. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N  T.  or  Newark,  N  J. 

No.  MC  142768  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
December  27.  1976.  Applicant:  BREW¬ 
ERS  CITY  DOCK,  INC.,  24  Pine  Avenue. 
Box  901A,  HoUand,  Mich.  49423.  AppU¬ 
cant’ s  representative:  Kaii  L.  Gottl^, 
1200  Bank  of  Lansing,  Lansing,  Itfich. 
48933.  Authority  sought  to  operaio  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Industrial 
sand.  In  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of  the 
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Nugent  Sand  Company,  located  at  Mus- 
kegmi,  Mich.,  to  D^ance,  Ohkk 

Notb. — If  a  heiurlng  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  ^iplleant  requests  It  be  held  at  Iianslng 
or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  142793,  filed  December  20. 1976. 
AppUcant:  MARTIN  HOLMES,  doing 
business  as  btt.t.tktn  TRANSFER.  P.O. 
Box  1067,  Petersburg.  Alaska  99633.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  L.  B.  Jacobson, 
P.O.  Box  1211,  Juneau,  Alaska  99802.  Au- 
thmlty  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  Uvestock,  articles  of  unusual 
value,  and  Classes  A  and  B  explosives  > . 
betwron  points  in  Kupreanof  Island  and 
Mltkof  Island,  Alaska. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces.sary. 
the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
rtther  Petersburg  or  Juneau,  Alaska. 

No.  MC  142805,  filed  December  22. 1976. 
AppUcant:  RAY  BURRIS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  414,  Altoona,  Iowa  50009. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Steven  C. 
S^oenebaum,  1200  Register  and  Tribune 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  <^rate  as  a  contract 
cearrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Soybean  meal  (ex¬ 
cept  Uquid  cmnmodities  in  bulk  or  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  from  points  in  Polk 
County,  Iowa,  and  Redfield,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Missouri  on  and  north  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  Nebraska  on  an  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  281,  Minnesota  on  and 
south  ot  U.S.  Highway  212,  and  Minne¬ 
apolis  and  St.  Paul,  MQnn.,  and  Kansas 
City  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  under  a  contin¬ 
uing  contract  or  c(mtracts  with  CarglU. 
Inc.,  and  A.  E.  Staley  Manufacturing 
Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  ia  deemed  necessary, 
the  api^cant  requeste  It  be  held  at  either 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  Mlnneapolls-St.  Paul, 
Minn,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  142806,  filed  December  27. 1976. 
Applicant;  PHELPS  MOTOR  LINE  INC., 
1220  WUliamsmi  Building,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44114.  Ai^Ucant’s  representative; 
Robert  L.  Baker,  Suite  618  United  Ameri¬ 
can  Bank  BuUding,  NashvlUe,  Tenn. 
37219.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Electric 
motors,  electric  toelders  and  parts  and 
accessories  thereof;  welding  supplies  and 
hand  truck  parts  (except  ccmimodities  in 
bulk  and  commodities  which  by  reason 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment) ,  from  points  in  Lake 
and  Cuyahoga  Counties,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Daiddson,  CTheatham,  Maury  and 
Hamilton  Counties,  Tenn.,  and  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  Ala.,  imder  contract 
with  Ihe  Lincoln  Electric  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wa.shlngton, 
D.C.,  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142847,  filed  December  21, 1976. 
Applicant:  LESLIE  OAKLEY,  JR.,  AND 
BARRY  D.  OAKLEY,  doing  business  as 
OAKLEY  BROTHERS  TRUCKINO,  a 
Partnership,  Fairfldd.  Mont.  59436.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  L.  D.  Nybo,  529 
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Northwestern  Bank  Building,  Great 
Falls,  Mont.  59401.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Plastic,  aluminum  and  steel  pipe 
and  wheel  line  sprinklers,  from  points  in 
Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington,  (a)  to 
points  in  Montana;  and  Cb)  to  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  Botmdary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  located  in  Montana,  restricted  in  (b) 
above  to  trafiBc  destined  to  points  in  the 
P*rovinces  of  Alberta  and  Saskatchewan, 
Canada. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  138626;  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Great  PaUs,  Mont.;  Spokane  or  Beattie, 
Wash.;  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  41638  (Sub-No.  6).  filed  De- 
cember  17,  1976.  Applicant:  DELUXE 
TRAILWAYS,  INC.,  1718  South  Clark 
Street,  Chicago,  IlL  60616.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  G.-VUlalon,  1032 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  &  13th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes  transporting: 

•  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in  special 
operations,  (1)  in  round  trips,  (a)  from 
points  in  Christian,  Cook,  DeWitt,  Ford, 
Iroquois,  Kankakee,  Macon,  Macoupin, 
Madison,  -  McLean,  Montgomery,  Platt, 
St.  dalr,  Shelby  and  Will  CoimUes,  IlL, 
and  St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  to  points  In 
the  United  States,  Induding  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii;  and  (b)  from  points 
in  the  United  States,  including  Alaska 
but  excluding  Hawaii,  to  points  in  the  Il¬ 
linois  and  Mlssoiui  Coimtles  named  In 
(l)(a)  above;  and  (2)  in  one-way  op¬ 
erations,  (a)  from  points  in  the  comities 
in  Illinois  and  Missouri  named  in  (1) 
(a)  above  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
Including  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii; 
and  (b)  from  points  in  the  United  States, 
Including  Alaska  but  excluding  HawaU, 
to  points  in  the  Illinois  and  Missouri 
Counties  named  in  (1)  (a)  above,  re¬ 
stricted  as  follows:  The  authority  sought 
in  (2)  (b)  above  is  limited  to  ttiose  pas¬ 
sengers  or  groups  of  passengers  who 
originated  at  points  in  the  Illinois  and 
Missouri  Counties  named  in  (1)  (a)  above 
and  whose  transportation  from  the 
named  Illinois  and  Missomi  Counties  was 
by  means  other  than  commercial  motor 
vehicle. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  healing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Chicago  or 
Rockford,  m.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  or  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  109780  (Sub-No.  72).  filed  De¬ 
cember  17, 1976.  Applicant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  TRAILWAYS,  INC.,  315  Continental 
Avenue,  Dallas,  Tex.  75207.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Pennsylvania 
Ave.  &  13th  Street,  N.W^  Washington, 
D.C.  2004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen- 
gets  and  their  baggage  in  special  opera¬ 


tions,  (1)  in  round  trip  operations,  from 
points  in  Cook.  WilL  Kankakee,  Iroquois, 
Ford.  McLean,  DeWltt,  Platt.  Macon. 
CThristiana,  Montgomery,  Macoupin, 
Madison,  Woodford,  Peoria,  Grundy, 
Tazewell  and  St.  Clair  Counties,  Ill., 
Lake  County,  Ind.,  and  St  Louis 
County,  Mo.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii,  and  return;  and  (2)  one-way  op¬ 
erations,  from  the  origin  points  named 
in  (1)  above,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  Including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii. 

Note. — Applicant  states  It  presently  holds 
authority.  In  MC  109780,  to  engage  In  opera¬ 
tions  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  as  a 
motor  common  carrier,  transporting  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  over  regular  routes 
through  each  of  the  counties  named  above. 
In  addition  to  such  regular  route  authority, 
it  also  holds,  pxu^uant  to  Sec.  208(c)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder  (49  CFR  1054),  au¬ 
thority  to  transport  “sjjeclal  or  chartered” 
parties  from  points  in  the  named  counties  to 
“any  place  or  point  In  the  United  States.” 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  nece.ssary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago  or  Spring- 
field,  m.  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  139774  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  No¬ 
vember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  AMBAS¬ 
SADOR  CHARTER  EXPRESS  LTD.,  216 
39th  Avenue  N.E.,  Calgary,  Alberta, 
Canada  T2E  2M5.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Joe  Gerbase,  100  Transwestem 
Building,  Billings,  Mont.  59101.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage.  In  charter  operations,  be¬ 
tween  the  port  of  entry  on  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Boimdary  Line  between  the  United 
States  and  (Canada  located  in  Montana 
and  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky.  Louisiana,  Mlssisslp- 
pL  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas  and  Wyoming,  restricted 
to  trafiBc  originating  or  destined  to  Al¬ 
berta,  Canada. 

Note. — ^If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Billings  or  Great  Falls,  Mont. 

Broker  Application 

No.  MC  130435,  filed  December  29, 
1976.  Applicant:  DESHNAHONS  UN- 
LIMITED,  INC.,  8100  Penn  Avenue 
South,  Suite  150E.  Bloomington,  Minn. 
55431.  Applicant’s  representative:  Grant 
J.  Merritt,  415 — 730  Second  Avenue 
South,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Bloomington,  Minn.,  to  sell  or 
ofiier  to  sell  the  transportation  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  or 
charter  operations,  by  motor,  rail  or 
water  carriers,  beginn^  and  ending  at 
points  in  Minnesota,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  Including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 


Finance  Applications 
Notice 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
F^eral  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c) 
or  240(d)  of  the  Commisslcm’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240)  and 
shall  include  a  concise  statement  of  Pro¬ 
testant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant,  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

No.  MC-F-13095.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  “A”  GAINES  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.  and  “AA”  TALLANT 
'TRANSFER,  INC.,  DBA,  “A”  GAINES 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1549,  Hickory.  N.C.,  28601  and  “AA” 
TALLANT  TRANSFER.  INC.,  1341  Sec¬ 
ond  Ave.,  S.W.,  Hickory,  N.C..  28601,  of 
M  &  H  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  924,  Hickory.  N.C.,  28601,  and 
for  acquisition  by  “A”  FOREST  M. 
GAINES.  P.O.  1549,  Hickory,  N.C.  28601 
and  “AA”  WALLACE  F.  TALLANT,  JR., 
1341  Second  Ave.,  S.W.,  Hickory,  N.C. 
28601,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Ed¬ 
ward  G.  Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  &  13th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Under  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  registration  in  Docket  No.  MC- 
99155  (Sub-No.  1)  covering  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  general  commodities,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  in  interstate  commerce, 
within  the  State  of  North  Carolina.  “A” 
GAINES  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Connecticut,  Massachusttts, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  “AA”  TALLANT 
’TRANSFER,  INC.,  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Georgia,  Florida.  Alabama,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Arkansas,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  Louisiana,  Wisconsin, 
Kentucky,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
Kansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mas.sa- 
chusetts.  New  Jersey,  New  York.  Rhode 
Island,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — MC-99155  (Sub-No.  2)  is  a  d'rect’y 
related  matter. 

No.  MC-F-13096.  Authority  sought  for 
’purchase  by  HERRIOTT  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Alice  and  Sumner 
Streets.  East  Palestine,  OH.  44413,  of 
a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS  <X).,  1150 
North  Niagara  Street,  Saginaw,  ML 
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48602,  and  for  acquisition  by  KENNETH 
C.  HERRIOTT,  also  of  East  Palestine, 
OH.  44413,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys;  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  OH.  43215  and  Charles 
P.  Rodgers,  167  Fairfield  Road,  Fairfield, 
N.J.  07066,  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred;  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes  serving  the  site  of  the  Kaiser 
Aluminum  and  Chemical  Corporation’s 
plant  near  Newark,  Ohio.,  between  Ak¬ 
ron,  Ohio,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  between  Akron, 
Ohio,  and  Columbus,  Ohio,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points,  between  Dayton, 
Ohio  and  SharonvUle,  Ohio,  as  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  oiJerations,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  between 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Lodi,  Ohio,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  between  Mt. 
Gilead,  Ohio,  and  Columbus,  Ohio,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  between  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
40  and  42,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
between  junction  U.S.  Highway  40  and 
42  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  serving  Twinsburg, 
Ohio,  as  an  off -route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular-route 
operations  to  and  from  Akron  and  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio;  Iron  and  steel,  iron  and  steel 
products,  automobile  parts,  machinery, 
burlap  and  paper,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes  from  Dover  and 
Fostoria,  Ohio,  EUwood  City,  New  Castle, 
Pittsburgh,  and  Sharon,  Pa.,  and  points 
within  10  miles  of  Sharon,  to  Adrian,  Ann 
Arbor,  Ypsilanti,  Jackson,  Albion,  Battle 
Creek,  Lansing,  Holly,  Flint,  Pontiac, 
Monroe,  Mt.  Clemens,  and  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  p>oints  within  10  miles  of  Detroit, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  West  Virginia.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority. 

No.  MC-F-13097.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  BECKER  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  1050,  El  Dorado,  KS  67042,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  PEAKE  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE,  INC.,  same  address  as 
applicant,  and  for  acquisition  by  FRANK 
J.  BECKER,  2643  West  Central,  El  Dor¬ 
ado,  KS  67042,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  merger.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney;  T.  M.  Brown,  223  Ciudad  Bldg., 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  merged;  Petroleum 
products,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  site  of  a  pipeline  terminal  at  or  near 
Geneva,  Nebraska,  to  points  in  South 
Dakota,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  From  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa, 
and  points  in  Iowa  within  10  miles 
thereof,  and  from  refining  and  distribu¬ 
ting  points  in  Kansas,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska  east  of  the  western  boimdaries  of 


Red  Willow.  Frontier,  Lincoln.  Custer, 
Blaine,  Brown,  and  Keyapaha  Counties, 
Nebr.,  (except  from  l^amrock,  Kans., 
Shallow  Water,  Kansas,  to  points  in  Red 
Willow,  Furnas,  Frontier,  and  Gosper 
Counties,  Nebr.;  to  points  in  Dawson  and 
Lincoln  Coimties,  Nebr.,  south  of  UJS. 
Highway  30;  and  to  points  in  Phelp>s  and 
Harlan  Counties,  Nebr.,  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  183  and  except  liquified  petro¬ 
leum  gases  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Kansas  and  on  west  of  U.S.  Highway  83 
to  points  in  Lincoln.  Frontier,  Red  Wil¬ 
low,  Furnas.  Gosper,  Dawson,  and  Blaine 
Counties.  Nebr.,  and  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Keyapaha,  Brown,  Rock,  Loup, 
Custer,  Buffalo,  Phelps,  and  Harlan 
Counties,  Nebr.,  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
183) .  Petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  XIII  of  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles; 
From  Doniphan,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Kansas  on  and  West  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  77  and  on  and  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  Asphalt,  road  oil,  and  resid¬ 
ual  fuel  oil.  from  Phillipsburg,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Nebraska  west  of 
the  western  boundaries  of  Red  Willow, 
Frontier,  Lincoln,  Custer,  Blaine,  Browm, 
and  Keyapaha  Counties,  Nebr.,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 

Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Consumers 
Cooperative  Association  near  Hastings, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa  and  South  Da¬ 
kota,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized;  Liquedfied  Petroleum  Gas.  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  site  of 
the  pipeline  terminal  of  Northern  Gas 
Products  Company  at  or  near  Platts- 
mouth,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  South  Dakota, 
points  in  that  part  of  Iowa  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  169,  points  in  that  part  of 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  and  points  in  Doniphan, 
Brown,  Nemaha,  Marshall,  Washington, 
Republic,  CHoud,  Clay,  Pottawattomle, 
Jackson,  Atchison,  and  Riley  Counties, 
Kans.,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  Anhydrous  ammonia  and 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  site  of  the  Phillips  Pe¬ 
troleum  Company  at  or  near  Hoag,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  South  Dakota;  Anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vdiicles,  from 
the  Consumers  Cooperative  Association 
Plant  at  or  near  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  Animal  fats,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Belleville, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  and  Mis¬ 
souri,  with  no  transportaticm  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  Liquid  asphalt,  road  oils,  and 
residual  fuel  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Sugar  Creek,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska.  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 


pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
autiiorized;  Liquid  feed  ingredients,  and 
liquid  feed  supplements,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Farmland  Indus¬ 
tries.  Inc.,  at  Fremont,  Nebraska,  to 
PKjints  in  Wisconsin,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  comp>ensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized; 

From  the  plantsite  of  Feed  Commodi¬ 
ties,  Inc.,  at  Fremont,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
and  South  Dakota,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otlierv'ise  authorized;  From  the  plant- 
site  of  Prescription  Pre-Mix  Supple¬ 
ments  at  York,  Nebraska  to  p>oints  in 
Kansas,  with  no  transportation  for  com- 
pjensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  Liquid  feed,  in  bulk,  from 
Blair,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Missouri,  Kansas.  Wisconsin.  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota.  Colorado, 
WyOTning,  and  Okltdioma,  with  no  trans- 
PKjrtation  for  compensation  on  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized;  Soybean 
meal,  soybean  mill  run  and  soybean 
hulls,  dry.  in  bags  and  in  bulk,  from  the 
facilities  of  Farmland  Industries,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Sergeant  Bluffs,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Minnesota.  Missoriri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Wisconsin,  Wyomhig,  and  Kansas,  with 
no  transportation  for  comi>ensatlon  on 
retm*n  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  op)erate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri.  Montana,  Nebraska, 
New  Mexico.  North  Dakota,  Oklahcnna, 
South  Dakota,  Texas,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13098.  Autliority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CHIPPEWA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  2645  Harlem  Street.  Eau 
Claire,  WI.,  54701,  of  the  operating  rights- 
of  WILSON  CASSEL,  DBA  MELROSE 
TRUCK  LINES,  Melrose.  WI.,  54642,  and 
for  acquisition  by  FRANK  BABBITT, 
2645  Harlem  Street.  Eau  Claire,  WI., 
54701,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney;  Jo¬ 
seph  E.  Ludden,  309  State  Bank  Build¬ 
ing,  La  Crosse,  WI.,  54701.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred;  Under  a 
certificate  of  registration  in  Docket  No. 
MC-67192  (Sub-No.  1),  covering  the 
transportation  of  property,  as  a  common 
carrier,  in  interstate  commerce,  within 
the  State  of  Wisconsin.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Wisconsin.  Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  and  Minnesota.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13099.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  DELTA  LINES,  INC.,  333 
Hegenberger  Road,  Oakland,  CA  94621, 
of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
TRANSCON  LINES,  101  Continental 
Blvd.,  El  Segundo,  CA  90245,  and  for 
acquisition  by  DELTA  CALIFORNIA  IN¬ 
DUSTRIES,  600  Montgomery  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111,  of  control  of  such 
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rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  Wentworth  E.  Griffin,  1221 
Baltimore  Ave.,  Kansas  City,  MO  64105 
and  Marshall  G.  Berol,  601  California 
St.,  Suite  800,  San  Francisco,  CA  94108. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  except 
household  goods  as  described  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  articles  of 
imusual  value,  motor  vehicles,  and 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regiilar  routes  between 
Willits,  Calif.,  and  Crescent  City,  Calif., 
serving  all  Intermediate  points;  between 
LaytonvUle,  Calif.,  and  junction  unnum¬ 
bered  County  Road  and  California  High¬ 
way  1,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
Between  Westport,  Calif.,  and  Leggett, 
Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
Between  Laytonville,  Calif.,  and  Covelo, 
Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
Between  Longvale,  Calif.,  and  Dos  Rios, 
Calif.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
Between  Willits,  Calif.,  and  Dunlap, 
Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
Between  Klamath,  Calif.,  and  Klamath 
Glen,  Calif.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  Between  Cutten,  Calif.,  and  Falk, 
Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
Between  Redway,  Calif.,  and  Briceland, 
Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
Between  Bull  Creek,  Calif.,  and  junction 
xmnumbered  County  Bo^  and  U.S. 
Highway  101,  near  Weott,  Calif.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  Between  Fem- 
bridge,  Calif.,  and  Centerville  Beach, 
Calif.,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
Between  Fields  Landing,  Calif.,  and 
Fembrldge,  Calif.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  Between  Crannell,  Calif., 
and  junction  unnumbered  County  Road 
and  U.S.  Highway  101,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  Between  Whiskey  town, 
Calif.,  and  Areata,  Calif.,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only;  Service 
is  authorized  to  and  from  off-route  points 
In  Mendocino  County.  Calif,,  on  and 
north  of  Calif.  Highway  20  from  the 
Pacific  Ocean  to  Willits,  Calif.,  and 
thence  along  an  Imaginary  line  as  an 
extension  of  Calif.  Highway  20  from 
Willits,  Calif.,  to  the  Mendocino  County 
Line,  (except  points  on  Calif..  Highway 
1  between  Casper  and  Fort  Bragg) . 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Alabama,  Arlzcma, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Cm- 
necticut,  Delaware,  District  of  Columbia, 
Georgia,  Idaho.  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland 
Massachusetts  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Utah. 
Virginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  North  Caredina, 
South  Carolina,  and  Rhode  Island.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  undo:  sectim  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-13100.  Authority  sought  for 
piirchase  by  THE  CLEVELAND,  CO¬ 
LUMBUS  k  CINCffNNAH  HIGHWAY, 
INC.,  1375  Euclid  Avoiue,  201  Stouffer 
Bunding,  develand,  OH.,  44115,  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  of  GREAT 


LAKES  EXPRESS.  1150  N.  Niagara 
Street,  Saginaw,  MI.,  48602,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  U.S.  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.. 
1602  Union  Commerce  Building,  Cleve¬ 
land,  OH.,  44115,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  Roland  Rice.  501  Perpetxial 
Building.  1111  E  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20004.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  purchase:  General  Commodities, 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes  serving  the  plant  site  of 
the  Ford  Motor  Company,  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  Westport  Road  and  Murphy 
Lane,  Jefferson  County,  near  Louisville, 
Ky.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  regular  route  operations  to 
and  from  Louisville,  Ky.,  authorized 
herein:  between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Loffisville,  Ky.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  the  states  of 
Ohio.  Michigan,  Indiana,  West  Virginia 
and  Pennsylvania.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-13101.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  RED  STAR  EXPRESS 
LINES  OP  AUBURN,  INC.,  DBA  as  RED 
STAR  EXPRESS  LINES,  24-50  Wright 
Avenue,  Auburn,  New  York,  13021,  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of 
GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS  CO.,  1150 
North  Niagara  Street,  Saginaw,  Michi¬ 
gan  48602,  and  for  acquisition  by  JOHN 
BISGROVE,  SR.,  24-50  Wright  Avenue, 
Auburn,  New  York,  13021,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewlcz, 
Suite  501, 1730  M  Street.  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20036,  and  A.  David  Millner, 
P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield,  New  Jersey 
07006.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transfer!^:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  C(»nmission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  between  Erie,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  and  Buffalo,  New  York,  as  fol¬ 
lows;  fr^  Erie  over  UB.  Highway  20  to 
jimctlon  UB.  Highway  62  near  Big  Tree, 
New  York,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  62 
to  Buffalo  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  pc^ts,  ex¬ 
cept  Batavia,  Bergen,  Lyons,  and  Port 
Byron,  New  York.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  <^>erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachu¬ 
setts.  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Peimsylvanla,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland.  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Cedumbia.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  tCTiporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-13102.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  MAIERS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  COMPANY,  875  E.  Huron 
Avenue,  Vassar,  ML,  48768,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  GREAT 
LAKES  EXPRESS  CO..  1150  N.  Niagara 
Street,  Saginaw,  MI..  48602,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  ESTATE  OF  CLARE  K 
MAIERS.  GREGORY  &  MAIERS.  and 
BLAIR  E  MAIERS.  all  of  875  K  Huron 
Ave..  Vassar.  ML,  48768,  of 'control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 


cants’  attorneys:  Charles  F.  Rodgers. 
P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield  Rd.,  Fair- 
field,  N.J.,  07006,  and  John  W.  Ester.  100 
West  Long  Lake  Road,  Bloomfield  Hills, 
MI.,  48013.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  with 
exceptions,  as  a  common  carrier,  over 
regular  routes  between  Pwitiac,  Mich., 
and  Toledo,  CMiio,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  between  Rochester,  Mich.,  and 
jimction  Rochester  Road  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
between  junction  Business  Route  U.S. 
Highway  10  and  U.S.  Highway  10  near 
Pontiac,  Mich.,  and  Dearborn,  Mich., 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Michigan  and  Ohio.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
luider  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13103.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  UNITED  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  IN(X>RPORATED,  3047  Lon- 
yo  Road,  Detroit,  MI.,  48209,  of  a  portion 
of  the  operating  rights  of  GREAT 
LAKES  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  1150  N. 
Niagara  Street,  Saginaw,  MI..  48602,  and 
for  acquisition  by  JOHN  J.  DOOLEY, 
3047  Lonyo  Rd.,  Detroit,  MI.,  48209,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicant’s  attorneys:  A.  David 
Millner  and  Charles  F.  Rodgers,  both  of 
P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield  Road.  Fair- 
field,  N.J.,  07006.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes  between  Toledo,  Ohio, 
and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  of  Sandusky  and  Lorain, 
Ohio  for  delivery  only,  between  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  Syracuse,  N.Y.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  regular  routes  de¬ 
scribed  above  service  is  authorized  to 
and  from  all  Intermediate  points,  except 
Batavia.  Bergen,  Lyons,  and  Port  Byron, 
N.Y.;  and  the  off-route  points  of  Twlns- 
burg,  Wickliffe,  and  Willoughby,  Ohio, 
those  in  Cuyahoga  Coirnty,  Ohio,  and  the 
plant  of  General  Motors,  Euclid  Division, 
on  Ohio  Highway  91.  near  Darrowville, 
Ohio,  between  Cleveland,  CMiio,  and 
North  Kingsville,  Ohio,  as  an  alternate 
route,  serving  Intermediate  and  off -route 
points  authorized  to  be  served  over  the 
route  between  Cleveland  and  North 
Kingsville  authorized  hereinabove,  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland.  C»ilo,  and  Willoxighby, 
Ohio,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations  au¬ 
thorized  above,  serving  no  intermediate 
p<^ts,  between  Fredonla,  N.Y.,  and  Dun¬ 
kirk,  N.Y.  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Louisville, 
Ky.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  be¬ 
tween  Columbus,  Ohio  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
serving  the  site  of  the  Euclid  Division 
Plant  of  the  General  Motors  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  on  Ohio  Highway  91,  near 
Darrowville,  Summit  County.  Ohio,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular-route  operations  t<%  and 
from  Akron.  Ohio,  between  Erie,  PSk^  and 
Warren,  Pa. 

Bervlng  all  IntennecQate  polntB.  and 
serving  Albicm.  Fairvlew  (Erie  County). 
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Girard,  and  Lake  City,  Pa.,  as  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  off-route  points  In  conjunction 
with  carrier’s  auttiorized  regular  route 
authority,  between  Erie,  Pa.,  and  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  19  and  6,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  Albion, 
Pairview  (Ek-ie  County) ,  Girard,  and 
Lake  City,  Pa.,  as  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  in  conjtmction  with  carrier’s 
authorized  r^rular  route  authority,  be¬ 
tween  Erie,  Pa.,  and  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  97  and  U.S.  Highway  6, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  Albion,  Fairview  (Erie  County) ,  Gir¬ 
ard,  and  Lake  C?ity,  Pa.,  as  Intermediate 
and  off-route  points  In  conjunction  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular  route  au¬ 
thority,  between  Corry,  Pa.,  and  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  27  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  serving  all  Intermediate  points, 
and.serving  Albion,  Pairview  (Erie  Coun¬ 
ty),  Girard,  and  Lake  City,  Pa.,  as  In¬ 
termediate  and  off  route  points  In  con¬ 
junction  with  carrier’s  authorized  reg¬ 
ular  route  authority,  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6  and  Pennsylvania  Legis¬ 
lative  Highway  88,  near  Youngsville,  Pa., 
and  jimctlon  Pe  insylvanla  Legislative 
Highway  88  and  U.S.  Highway  6  near 
Starbrick,  Pa.,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points,  and  serving  Alblcm,  Pairview 
(Erie  County),  Girard,  and  Lake  Cfty, 
Pa.,  as  Intermediate  and  off -route  points 
and  conjunction  with  the  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  authority,  be¬ 
tween  North  East  Pa.,  and  jimctioa 
Pennsylvania  Highway  89  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  6,  serving  no  Intermediate  points, 
between  jimctlon  Pennsylvania  Hfehway 
89  and  8  and  Union  City,  Pa.,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points,  between  Westfield, 
N.Y.,  and  Warren,  Pa.,  serving  no  Inter¬ 
mediate  points,  between  MayvlUe,  N.Y, 
and  Jamestown,  N.Y,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  between  Buffalo,  N.Y, 
and  Niagara  Palls,  N.Y,  serving  the  In¬ 
termediate  point  of  N.  TOnawanda,  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  mghway  20  and 
Pennsylvania  Highway  5  (near  Oon- 
neaut,  Ohio)  and  Silver  Creek,  N.Y. 

Serving  no  Intermediate  points;  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities,  with  exceptions  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes  be¬ 
tween  Ripley,  Ohio,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio 
serving  no  Intermediate  points,  with  re¬ 
strictions.  Alternate  route  for  operating 
c<mvenience  only:  G^eral  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  go(xls  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Ccmimlssion  ccunmodltles  In 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  between  Erie,  Pa.,  and  jimc- 
tl(m  Interstate  lUghway  80  and  U.S. 
Highway  422  at  or  near  Youngstown, 
Ohio,  In  connection  with  carrier’s  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  regular  routes,  serving 
no  intermediate  points  and  serviirg  Erie, 
Pa.  and  jimctlon  Inta^te  Highway  80 
and  UJ3.  Highway  422  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only:  from  Erie  over  Interstate 
Efighway  79  to  Jimctlon  Interstate  mgh¬ 
way  80,  thence  westerly  over  Intn^state 
Highway  80  to  junotI<m  UJS.  Highway 
42^  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
nuMed  and  extruded  rubber  products, 
metal  voheeh,  mounted  wheels  and  tires, 
rubber  sewer  baskets,  and  rubber  hose. 
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seri'ing  Conneautville,  Pa.,  and  points 
within  five  miles  thereof,  as  off -route 
points  In  connectim  with  carrier’s  au- 
thMized  regular-route  operatiwis.  V«a- 
dee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  In  Kentucl^,  Michigan,  New 
York.  C»iio,  Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  and  Tennessee.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b>. 

No.  MC-F-13104.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  NORTH  SHORE  &  CEN¬ 
TRAL  ILLINOIS  FREIGHT  CO.,  7701 
West  95th  Street,  Hickory  Hills,  IL.  60457, 
of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  and 
pri^rty  of  BUSKE  LINES,  INC,  123 
West  Tj’ler,  Litchfield,  IL.,  62056,  of  c<xi- 
trol  of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Robert  A.  l^iUlvan. 
22375  Haggerty  Rd,  P.O.  Box  400, 
NorthvUle,  MI.,  48167.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  As  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes  serving  points 
In  the  St.  Louis-Mo.-East  St.  Louis.  HI, 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  except  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  as  in¬ 
termediate  or  off -route  points  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions  to  or  from  St.  Louis,  restricts  to 
the  transportation  of  such  commodities 
as  said  carrier  Is  authorized  to  transport 
In  such  operations;  general  commodities 
with  exceptions  between  Hillsboro,  m, 
and  St  Louis,  Mo.,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points  except  Alton,  Collinsville, 
and  Hamel,  Bl.;  between  Bingham,  m, 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in  the  St 
Louis,  Mo.-East  St  Louis,  m.  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  off-route  points  (rf  livlngstmi. 
White  City,  Butler,  and  Taylor  Springs. 
HI,  between  Pana,  Bl,  and  St  Louis, 
Mo,  and  points  In  the  St  Louis,  Mo.- 
East  St  Louis,  Bl,  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  (other  than  points 
between  Pana  and  Hillsboro,  Bl.;  and 
points  on  UB.  EOghway  66  (formerly 
shown  as  and  points  on  By-Pass  UB. 
IBghway  66  (formerly  portion  UB. 
Qghway  66),  and  Illinois  Highway  111 
between  Edwardsville  and  East  St.  Louis, 
BL) ,  and  serving  the  off -route  points  of 
Livingston,  White  CTity,  Butler,  and  Tay¬ 
lor  Springs,  BL,  with  restrictions;  be¬ 
tween  St  Louis,  Mo,  and  Jacksonville, 
Bl. 

Serving  an  Intermediate  points  be- 
twe^  JerseyvlUe,  Bl,  and  JacksonvOle, 
Including  JerseyvlUe,  and  serving  the 
off -route  points  of  Kane,  Rockbridge, 
Greenfield,  Eldred,  Berdan.  Wrights, 
HlUview,  Brake,  Patterson,  Alsey,  and 
Glasgow,  HI.,  from,  St  Louis,  Mo,  and 
points  In  the  St  Louis,  Mo.-East  St 
Louis.,  Bl.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  to  MorrisimvlUe,  Bl, 
and  points  within  25  mUes  thereof,  serv¬ 
ice  is  authorized  to  and  from  points  in 
the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  Bl, 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Cmn- 
mlssion,  except  St  Louis,  Mo.,  as  Inter¬ 
mediate  or  off-route  points  In  cmmec- 
tion  with  said  carrier’s  presently  authw- 
Ized  regular  route  operations  between 
Hillsboro,  m.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  serv- 
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ing  the  plant  site  of  the  Hussmann  Re¬ 
frigerator  Company,  located  at  St 
Charles  Rock  Road  and  Taussig  Road. 
Bridgeton,  Mo.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations;  live¬ 
stock,  agricultural  products,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  from  Morrisonville,  Bl.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  thereof,  to  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.- 
East  St.  Louis,  Bl.,  (Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission:  such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  icholesale  and 
retail  food  business  houses,  and  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  equipment,  fnateriaUt, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct  of  such 
business,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo,  to  Hardin. 
Bl..  serving  the  Intermediate  points  of 
JerseyvlUe  and  Fieldon,  Ill.;  groceries, 
between  St.  Louis,  Mo,  and  points  in  the 
St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis.  Bl.,  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  Bloomington.  Bl,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Pana.  Hillsboro, 
Irving,  Ohlman.  Assumption,  Witt,  Ros- 
omand,  Nokomls,  Moweaqua.  and  Ma¬ 
con.  Bl.,  and  serving  the  off -route  points 
of  Shelbyvllle,  Westervelt.  Taylorville. 
Owaneco,  Blue  Mound,  Stonington.  Mil- 
lersvUle,  Cowden,  Tower  Hill,  Strasburg. 
Stewardson,  Windsor,  Findlay.  Matton. 
and  Ramsey,  Bl,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  said  in¬ 
termediate  and  off-route  points; 

General  commodities,  with  exception- 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  from  St.  Louis.  Mo,  and  points  in 
the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis.  Ill  . 
Commercial  Z(xie,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  to  points  in  Macoupin,  San¬ 
gamon,  and  Morgan  Counties,  Ill,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  cn 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
livestock  and  agricultural  commodities, 
frcun  points  In  Macoupin,  Sangamon. 
Morgan,  Montgomery,  and  Christian 
Counties,  Bl.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
points  In  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St. 
Louis,  Bl.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commlssitxi,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized,  livestock,  from 
Springfield  and  East  St.  Louis,  Bl,  to 
points  In  Missouri,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  or  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized,  from  points  In 
Missouri,  to  East  St.  Louis,  Bl,  and 
points  in  Macoupin,  Sangamon,  Morgan, 
Mcmtgomery,  and  Christian  Counties. 
HI.,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized.  self -unloading  lime-spreader 
truck  bodies,  set  up,  and  parts  and  at¬ 
tachments  therefor,  and  car  loaders  and 
car  unloaders,  from  Jerseyville,  HI.,  to 
Cleveland.  Ohio,  Cedar  Rapids,  Winter- 
set,  Mt.  Pleasant,  and  Council  Bluffs. 
Iowa,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  Owensboro,  Ky, 
Tulsa.  Okla.,  Chanute,  Kans.,  Sedalia 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo,  Howell,  Mich.,  and 
Stoughton  and  Waukesha,  Wis.;  and 
Refected  or  damaged  shipments  of  self- 
unloading  lime-spreader  truck  bodies, 
set  up,  and  parts  and  attachments  there¬ 
for.  and  car  loaders  and  ear  unloaders. 
from  Cfieveland,  Ohio,  Cedar  Rapids, 
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Winterset,  Mt  Pleasant,  and  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa,  Indianapolis,  Ind^  Owens¬ 
boro,  Ky.,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  Chanute,  Kans^ 
Sadalia,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo..  HowelL 
Mich.,  and  Stoughton  and  Waukesha, 
Wis.,  to  JerseyvUle,  Ill.,  self -unloading 
lime-spreader  truck  bodies,  set  up,  parts 
and  attachments  therefor,  and  carload- 
ers  and  car  unloaders,  and  parts  and  at¬ 
tachments  therefor,  from  Jerseyville,  Dl., 
to  Chattanooga,  Knoxvihe,  Memphis, 
and  Nashville,  Tenn.,  Jonesboro,  La., 
Albany,  Athens.  Atlanta,  and  Valdosta, 
Ga.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  Mason  City, 
Iowa,  Lexington,  Ky.,  Hannibal,  Spring- 
field,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  Cincinnati, 
Columbus,  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.;  and  damaged  or  re¬ 
jected  shipments  of  the  immediately 
above  specified  comrnodities.  from  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Knoxville,  Memphis,  and  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  Jonesboro,  La.,  Albany, 
Athens,  Atlanta,  and  Valdosta,  Ga., 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  Mason  City,  Iowa, 
Lexington,  Ky.,  Hannibal,  Springfield, 
and  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  Cincinnati,  Colum¬ 
bus,  and  Toledo.  Ohio,  and  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  to  Jerseyville,  HI.,  with  re¬ 
strictions.  Under  a  certificate  of  regis¬ 
tration  in  Docket  No.  99680  (Sub-No.  1) 
vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  solely  in  the  State  of 
Illinois.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

Note.— MC-99680  (Sub-No.  4)  Is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

MC-F-13105.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ALLTRANS  EXPRESS 
UB.A.,  INC.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park  Road. 
Lake  Success,  New'  York,  11040  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  SUIXrVAN  LINES, 
INC.  (The  Union  National  Bank  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Assignee  in  Statutory  Fore¬ 
closure)  4th  and  Wood  Streets,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  for  acquisition  by  ALL- 
TRANS,  INCORPORATED,  1225  6th 
Street,  San  Francisco,  CA.,  94107,  and 
THOMAS  NATIONWIDE  TRANSPORT 
LIMITED,  TNT  Plaza,  Tower  One,  Law- 
son  Square,  Redfem  NW2016,  Australia, 
respectively,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torneys:  Jack  R.  Turney,  Jr.,  2001  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036;  M.  Bruce  McCullough,  S7th 
Floor,  600  Grant  Street,  Pittsburgh,  PA., 
15219;  and  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806  Frick 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  15219.  Operat¬ 
ing  rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (with  exceptions) 
which  are  at  the  time  moving  on  bills  of 
lading  of  freight  forwarders,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  regular  routes,  between 
Philadelphia  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  New 
York  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  Newark,  N.J., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
Akron,  Canton,  Cleveland,  Toledo,  Co¬ 
lumbus.  Dayton,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
over  the  following  routes,  or  any  com¬ 
bination  thereof:  Between  Philadelphia., 
Pa.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio:  Prom  Philadel¬ 
phia  over  UJ5.  Highway  30  to  Lancaster, 
Pa.,  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway  230  to 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  Ebensburg,  Pa.,  via  Duncans- 
vUle,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  422 


to  Youngstown,  Ohio,  via  Butler,  Pa., 
(also  from  Philadelphia  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  30  via  Bedford,  Pa.,  to  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
8  to  Butler;  also  from  Bedford,  Pa.,  over 
UB.  Highway  220  to  Duncansville) , 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  18  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  176,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  176  to  Ghent,  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  21  to  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
(also  from  Youngstown  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  62  to  Canton,  Ohio,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  8  to  Cleveland ;  also  from 
Edinburg,  Ohio,  over  Ohio  Highway  14 
to  Cleveland) . 

Thence  over  Ohio  Highway  254  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  57,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  57  to  Lorain,  Ohio,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Sandusky,  Ohio, 
and  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  2  to 
Toledo,  and  returrf  over  the  same  route. 
Between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  as  follows:  Prom  Philadel¬ 
phia  to  Cleveland  as  specified  above, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Cincin¬ 
nati,  via  Delaware  and  Xenia,  Ohio,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  From  Phila¬ 
delphia  to  Xenia  as  specified  above, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  35  to  Dayton, 
Ohio,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25 
to  Cincinnati,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  From  Philadelphia  to  Delaware 
as  specified  above,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  42,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  42 
to  (Cincinnati,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Toledo,  Ohio:  From  New  York  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  22 
(a  portion  formerly  New  Jersey  Highway 
29)  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
Ebensburg,  Pa.,  and  thence  over  the 
highways  specified  above  to  Toledo,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Between 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio: 
From  Washington  over  U.S.  Highway  1 
to  Baltimore,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
111  to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and  thence  over 
the  highways  specified  above  to  Toledo 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  Be¬ 
tween  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  New  York, 
N.Y.  From  Baltimore  over  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  (also  from  Balti¬ 
more  over  UB.  Highway  40  to  State 
Road,  Del.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  13 
to  Philadelphia),  and  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  1  to  New  York,  ahd  return  over 
the  same  route.  Between  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.:  From  Baltimore 
over  U.S.  Highway  111  to  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  11  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  22  to  Amity  Hall,  Pa.,  and 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  22  to  Pitts - 
biugh,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.:  Prom  New  York  over  the  highways 
specified  above  to  Ebensburg,  Pa.,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
Between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Bjiffalo, 
N.Y.:  From  Philadelphia  over  the  high¬ 
ways  specified  above  to  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  15  to  Wayland, 
N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  63 
to  Dansville,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  36  to  Leicester,  N.Y.,  thence 


over  Alternate  UB.  Highway  20  to 
Aurora,  N.Y.,  and  thence  over  New  York 
Highway  16  to  Buffalo,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

Service  is  authorized  to  and  from  the 
intermediate  points  named  in  the  first 
paragraph  only.  Between  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  Toledo,  Ohio,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  and  off-route  points  In 
Wayne,  Oakland,  and  Macomb  Coimties, 
Mich.,  within  four  miles  of  Detroit, 
Mich.:  Prom  Detroit  over  U.S.  Highway 
25  to  Toledo,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Columbus  and  Dayton,  Ohio, 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Newark, 
N.  J.,  New  Haven,  Conn.,  and  Springfield, 
Mass.:  From  Cincinnati  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  Newark,  N.J.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  via  New  Haven,  Conn.,  to  Bos¬ 
ton  (also  from  New  Haven,  Conn.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  5  to  Sprin^eld,  Mass., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Worces¬ 
ter,  Ma^.,  and  thence  over  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Highway  9  to  Boston),  return 
over  the  same  routes.  Prom  Cincinnati 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Dayton,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  4  to  Spring- 
field,  Ohio  (also  from  Cincinnati  over 
U.S.  Highway  42  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40) ,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  40  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  16  to  Coshocton,  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  (formerly  junction  at  Cadiz. 
Ohio),  thence  to  Boston  as  specified 
above,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 
Between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  Steuben¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  as  an  alternate  route:  From 
Pittsburgh  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
65  (formerly  Pennsylvania  Highway  88) 
to  Rochester,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  68  to  the  Pennsylvania - 
Ohio  State  line,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  39  to  East  Liverpool,  Ohio,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  7  to  Steubenville,  and 
return  over  the  same  route.  Restriction : 
Service  is  not  authorized  to  or  from 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  or  the  intermediate 
points.  Between  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  Washington,  D.C.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points:  Prom  Pitts¬ 
burgh  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Bedford, 
Pa.  (also  from  Pittsburgh  over  U.S. 
•Highway  22  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  56,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  56  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
220,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  220  to 
Bedford,  Pa.) . 

Thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Cham- 
bersburg.  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
11  to  Hagerstown,  Md.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  Frederick,  Md.  (also  from 
Chambersburg,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  Gettysburg,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  Frederick,  Md.),  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Baltimore, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  240  to  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
From  Harrisburg  over  U.S.  Highway  111 
to  Baltimore,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Between  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  serving  no  Intermediate 
points  or  Harrisburg,  Pa.:  Prcwn  Harris¬ 
burg  over  UB.  Highway  230  to  Lancaster, 
Pa.,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  30  to 
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Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Betwe«i  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
New  YoA.  N.Y.,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.;  PrtMn  Washington  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  via  Baltimore,  Md.,  Tren¬ 
ton  and  New  Brunswick,  N.J..  to  New 
York,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
From  Washington  to  Baltimore  as  speci¬ 
fied  above,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  State  Road,  Del.,  thence  over  US. 
Highway  13  via  Wilmington.  Del.,  to 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  thence  across  the  Del¬ 
aware  River  to  Camden,  N.  J.,  thence  over 
U  S.  Highway  130  to  jimction  U  S.  High¬ 
way  206,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  206 
to  Trenton,  N.J.,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highw'ay  1  to  New  York,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  Prom  Washington  over 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  via  the  Delaware 
Memorial  Bridge  to  Deepwater,  N.J. 
(portion  formerly  via  New  Castle,  Del.. 
and  PennsvUle,  NJ.,  over  former  U.S. 
Highways  40  and  130  by  ferry  across  the 
Delaware  River) ,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  130  via  Penns  Grove,  N.J.,  to  New 
Brunswick.  N.J.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  New  Yoilr,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  Prom  Washington  over 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  40  via  State  Road, 
Del.,  and  the  Delaware  Memorial  Bridge 
to  Deepwater,  N.J.  (portion  formerly 
via  U.S.  Highway  13  to  Wilmington,  Del., 
thence  across  toe  Delaware  River  via 
ferry  and  to  Penns  Grove,  N.J.),  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  130  via  Penns  Grove, 
N.J.,  to  New  Brunswick,  N.J.,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  New  York,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

The  authority  granted  herein  to  toe 
extent  that  It  duplicates  any  authority 
heretofore  granted  to  or  now  held  by 
carrier  shall  not  be  construed  as  con¬ 
ferring  more  than  tme  operating  right. 
As  a  common  carrier,  over  Irregular 
routes  of  general  commodities  (with  ex¬ 
ceptions)  :  (1)  Between  Cincinnati. 

Toledo,  and  Akron,  Ohio,  CSilcago,  m., 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wls.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  toe  other  Presno, 
Oakland.  Los  Angles,  San  Pranclsco, 
Sacramento,  San  Diego,  San  Jose,  and 
Santa  Pe  Springs,  CJallf.,  Seattle, 
Spokane,  and  Tacoma,  Wash.,  Portland. 
Oreg.,  Phoenix  and  Tucson,  Ariz.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  and  Reno  and  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.  (2)  Between  Cincinnati,  Toledo,  and 
Akron,  Ohio,  cm  the  one  hand,  an^  on 
the  other,  Chicago,  HL,  St.,  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Milwaukee,  Wls.  Restriction:  The 
authority  granted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  Is 
restricted  to  toe  transportation  of  traffic 
moving  on  freight  forwarder  bills  of  lad¬ 
ing,  and  restricted  In  (2)  above  against 
the  transportation  of  traffic  (a)  originat¬ 
ing  the  named  Ohio  points  (and  points 
in  their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission)  and  destined  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI..  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  (and  points  In  their  ccmimerclal 
zones  as  defined  by  toe  CMnmlsslcjn) ,  and 
(b)  originating  at  Chicago,  HI.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  (and  points 
in  their  commercial  zones  as  defined  by 
the  CcMnmlsslmi) ,  and  destined  to  toe 
named  Ohio  points  (and  points  In  their 


commercial  zones  as  defined  by  the  Com- 
misskm) .  Vendee  is  authorize  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  of  general  cmn- 
modities  (with  exceptions)  over  regular 
routes  in  California.  Vendee  also  con¬ 
trols  Acme  Past  Preight,  Inc.,  a  Preight 
forwarder,  authm'ized  to  operate  between 
points  in  the  United  States.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-13106.  Authority  souglit  for 
control  by  BRANCH  MOTOR  EXPRESS 
COMPANY,  114  Pifth  Avenue.  New  York, 

N. Y.,  10011,  of  GREAT  LAKES  EX¬ 
PRESS  COMPANY,  1150  North  Niagara 
Street,  Saginaw.  ML,  48602,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  BRANCH  INDUSTRIES, 
INC.,  also  of  New  York.  N.Y.,  10011,  of 
control  of  GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS 
COMPANY,  through  the  acquisition  by 
BRANCH  INDUSTRIEa  INC,  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Charles  P.  Rogers,  P. 

O.  Box  1409, 167  Pairfield  Road.  Pairfield, 
Njr,  07006,  and  Jack  R.  Turney,  Jr.,  P.C, 
2001  Massachusetts  Ave.,  N.W,  Washlng- 
tion.  D.C,  20336.  Opiating  rights  sought 
to  be  controlled:  General  ccnnmodltles, 
with  certain  specified  exceptions,  and 
numerous  other  specified  commodities, 
as  a  cmnmrai  carritf ,  over  regular  and 
irregular  routes,  from,  to,  and  betwe^ 
specified  points  in  toe  States  nunois,  In¬ 
diana.  Michigan.  Ohio,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  with  certain  restrictions,  serving 
various  intermediate  and  off -route  points 
over  four  alternate  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only,  as  more  specifically 
described  in  Docket  No.  MC-28478  and 
sub  numbers  toereimder.  This  notice 
does  not  purport  to  be  a  complete  de¬ 
scription  of  all  of  the  <^>erati:^  rights 
of  toe  carrier  Involved.  The  foregoing 
summary  is  believed  to  be  sufficient  for 
purposes  of  public  notice  regarding  the 
nature  and  extent  of  this  carrier's  <w- 
eratlng  rights,  without  stating.  In  full, 
the  entirety,  thereof.  BRANCH  MOTOR 
EXPRESS  COMPANY,  Is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  commmi  carrier  In  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island.  New 
York.  New  Jersey.  Pennsylvania,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  toe  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
(Carolina,  Termessee,  Georgia,  Ohio,  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  Illinois,  Kentucky. 
NHssouri,  Iowa  and  Nd)Taska.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a  (b) . 

Not*. — Under  Docket  Noe.  MC-P-13096, 
MC-P-13100.  M(>-P-13101.  MC-F-1310a.  and 
MC-P-13103,  GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS  COM¬ 
PANY  has  filed  applications  to  sale  off  por¬ 
tions  of  Its  auth<»1ty.  In  Docket  No.  MC-F- 
13106  BRANCH  MOTOR  EXPRESS  COMPANY 
has  filed  an  application  to  acq\ilr»  control 
and  the  stock  of  GREAT  LAKTO  EXPRESS 
COMPANY,  and  that  portion  at  Its  authority 
remaining  not  proposed  for  sale  In  Docket 
Noe.  MC-F-1309e.  MC-F-13100.  MC-F-13101. 
MC-F-13102,  and  MC-F-13103. 

No.  MC-P-13112.  Autom'ity  sought  for 
control  by  WM.  HP.  INC.,  1345  No.  Mas- 
cher  Street.  Philadelphia,  PA.,  19122,  of 
INTERSTATE  TRUCKING  CORP.,  107 
Trumbull  Street,  Elizabeth.  NJ’..  07206, 
and  for  acquisition  by  WILLIAM  H. 
PKjAUMER,  also  of  Philadelphia,  PA., 
19122  address,  of  control  of  INTER¬ 


STATE  TRUCKING  CORP..  through  toe 
acquisition  by  WILLIAM  H.  PFLAUMER. 
Amilicants’  attorney:  A.  David  Mlllner, 
P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Pairfield  Road,  Fair- 
field.  N.J.,  07006.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  controlled;  General  commodities. 
with  exceptions,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes,  between  Hartford. 
Conn.,  and  Newark,  N.J..  as  follows: 
From  Hartford  over  U.S.  Highway  5  to 
New  Haven.  Conn.,  thence  over  U  S. 
Highway  1  via  Port  Chester  and  New 
York.  N.Y.  to  Newark;  Prom  Hartford  to 
Port  Chester,  as  specified  above,  toence 
over  New’  York  Highway  119  to  White 
Plains.  N.Y.  thence  over  New  York  High- 
w'ay  22  to  Yonkers,  N.Y.,  toence  over  U  S. 
Highway  9  to  New  Yoi^.  N.Y.,  and  thence 
to  Newark  as  specified  above:  and  return 
over  these  routes  to  Hartford.  Service 
is  authorized  to  and  frwn  toe  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  of  Berlin,  Mnldoi,  Walling¬ 
ford,  KOlford.  StnUJord,  Bridgeport. 
Pairfield,  Southport,  Westport,  Norwalk. 
Darien.  Norottm,  Stamford,  Cos  Cob. 
Riverside,  and  Greenwich,  Conn.,  and 
Port  Chester,  Rye,  Mamaroneck.  Larch- 
mont,  and  New  Rochelle.  N.Y.;  and  tlie 
off-route  points  of  New  Britain.  Plain- 
vllle,  Middletowm,  Manchester,  Rockville. 
Hamden.  Branford.  South  Norwalk,  Old 
Greewlch,  GlenvUle,  CTheshire  and  West 
Haven.  Conn..  Pelham,  Scarsdale,  Hart- 
dale,  Mount  Vernon,  and  Bronville,  N.Y.. 
Harrison.  N.J.,  and  points  and  places 
in  toe  NEW  YORK.  N.Y.,  COMMERCIAL 
ZONE,  as  defined  by  toe  Cmnmission  in 
1  M.C.C.  665.  general  commodities,  with 
excQ>tlons.  as  a  common  carrier  over 
Irre^ar  routes,  btween  Stratford  and 
Stamford.  Conn.,  on  toe  one  hand.  and. 
on  toe  other,  Waterbury,  Ridgefield,  New 
(Tannan,  Shelton,  Derby,  Ansonla.  Sey¬ 
mour,  Beacon  Falls,  Naugatuck.  Union  . 
City,  Woodbury,  Soutobury.  Sandy  Hook. 
Newtowm,  Danbury,  Betoel,  Torrlngton. 
Wlnsted,  Litchfield,  New  Milford,  Bristol. 
New  London.  Norurich,  Nlantlc,  Groton, 
and  Old  Lyme,  (TOnn.  WM.  HP.  INC., 
is  authorize  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  In  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey.  New 
York,  Delaware.  Maryland,  the  District 
of  CTolumbla,  and  Virginia.  Application 
has  been  fll^  for  t«nporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b) . 

Operating  Rights  Application (s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Relates  to  Finance  Proceeo- 

INCS  ' 

notice 

Tlie  following  operating  rights  appli¬ 
cation's)  are  filed  In  connection  writh 
pending  finance  applications  under  Sec¬ 
tion  5 1 2)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  or  seek  tacking  and/or  gateway 
elimination  in  connection  with  transfer 
applications  under  Section  212  (b>  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  toe  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  toe  Commission  within  30 
days  after  toe  date  of  this  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  notice.  Such  protests  shall  comply 
with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  toe  Oom- 
mlsslon’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
(?PR  1100.247)  and  tnclude  a  concise 
statement  of  protestantt  Interest  In  toe 
proceeding  and  copies  of  Its  conflicting 
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authorities.  Verified  statements  in  op¬ 
position  should  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  apphcant’s 
representative,  or  applicant  if  no  rep¬ 
resentative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  281)  filed 
January  3,  1977.  Applicant;  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
5650  Foremost  Drive,  S.E.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49506.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  Tynan,  P.O.  Box  1409, 
Fairfield,  N.J.  07006.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  (1) 
Between  Sandusky,  Ohio  and  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
From  Sandusky  over  U.S.  Highway  6 
to  Lorain,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  57  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  254, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  254  to  (Cleve¬ 
land,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  through  San¬ 
dusky  on  service  between  Sandusky  and 
Cleveland,  including  Sandusky  and 
Cleveland;  (2)  Between  Seymour,  Ind., 
and  Louisville,  Ky.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Seymour  over  UJ5. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to 
Louisville,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes;  (3)  Between  Dayton,  Ohio  and 
Middletown,  Ohio,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  over  (Xiio  Highway  4, 
and  retiuin  over  the  same  route;  (4)  Be¬ 
tween  Cffienoa,  Ill.  and  El  Paso,  HI.,  serv¬ 
ing  El  Paso  for  purposes  of  joinder  only, 
and  serving  Chenoa  as  an  intermediate 
point  on  the  appli(;ant’s  route  between 
Chicago,  HI.  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  24,  and  return  over  ttie 
same  route;  (5)  Between  East  Liverpool, 
Ohio  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  with^  20  miles  of 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.:  Prom  East  Liverpool 
over  Ohio  Highway  39  to  the  Ohio-Penn- 
sylvania  state  line,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  88  to  Plttsbiu*gh,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes;  (6)  Between 
New  OasUe,  Pa.  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Beaver 
Falls,  Pa.,  and  all  intermediate  points 
within  20  miles  of  Pittsburgh:  From  New 
Castle  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  18  to 
Rochester,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Higlaway  65  to  Pittsburgh,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes; 

(7)  Between  Anderson,  Ind.  and  Indi¬ 
anapolis,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  over  Indiana  Highway  67,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (8)  Between 
Wapakoneta,  Ohio  and  Findlay,  Ohio, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  over  U.S. 
Highway  25,  and  ret\mi  over  the  same 
route;  (9)  Itetween  Richmond,  Ind.  and 
Springfield,  Ohio,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  and  serving  Richmond  and 


Springfield  for  the  purposes  of  joinder 
only,  over  UH.  Highway  40,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (10)  Between  West 
Jefferson,  Ohio  and  Coliunbus,  Ohio, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  West  Jefferson  for  pxu’poses  of 
joinder  only,  over  U.S.  Highway  40,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (11)  Be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  _I11.  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.: 
(a)  From  Chicago  over  Illinois  Highway 
21  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  45,tlience 
over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  76.  and  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  36  to  Milwaukee,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  (1)  Kenosha,  Wis.  from 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45  and  Wisconsin 
Highway  50,  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
50,  and  from  jvmction  U.S.  Highway  45 
and  Wisconsin  Highway  43,  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  43,  and  (2)  Racine, 
Wis.,  from  junction  U.S.  Highway  45  and 
Wisconsin  Highway  11,  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  11;  and  (b)  From  Chicago  over 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  43,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  43  to  Burlington,  Wis.,  thence 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  36  to  junction 
U.3.  Highway  41,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  Milwaukee,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes;  and  (12)  Serving  the 
following  cities  as  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  within  20  miles  of  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  presently  authorized  regular- 
route  operations  to  and  from  Pittsburgh; 

Allquippa,  Allison  Park,  Ambridge, 
Arnold,  Aspinwall,  Baden,  Bakerstown, 
Bentleyville,  Bell  Vernon,  Belmont, 
Blawnox,  Brackenridge,  Braddock, 
Brentwood,  Brldgeville,  Biu-gettstown, 
Cannonsburg,  Carnegie,  Castle  Shannon, 
Charleror,  Cheswick,  Clairton,  Coopers- 
town,  Corap>olis,  Crafton,  Creighton, 
Culinerville,  Curtisville,  Davosburg,  Del- 
mont,  Doiu’ora,  Dormant,  Duquesne,  E. 
Liberty,  K  Pittsburgh,  Economy,  Eliza¬ 
beth,  Elmsworth,  Etna,  Export,  Freeport, 
Gibsonia,  Glade  Mills,  Olassport,  Glen- 
shaw,  HamarvUle,  Hazelwood,  Home¬ 
stead,  Homestead  Park,  Indiana,  Irwin, 
Jeanette,  Large,  Lincoln  Place,  Mars, 
McDonald,  McKeesport,  McKee^  Rocks, 
Millwall,  Monaco,  Monessen,  Monon- 
gahela,  Monroeville,  Moon  Run,  Mt. 
Lebanon,  Munball,  Murrysville,  Natrona, 
New  Kinsington,  Newlonsburgh,  North 
Braddock,  Oaksdale,  Oakmont,  Parnas¬ 
sus,  Penn  Hills,  Perrysville,  Pitcairn, 
Rankin,  Red  Raver,  Rochester,  Schenley, 
Sewickley,  Sharpsburg,  State  Lick, 
Springdsde,  Tarentum,  Trafford,  Turtle 
Creek,  Verona,  Versailles,  Webster,  W. 
Homestead,  W.  Leechburg,  W.  Newton, 
Westview,  Whitaker,  WUkensburg,  and 
Wilmerding.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  assure 
that  certain  routes  retained  by  Apphcant 
upon  sale  of  a  portion  of  its  operating 
rights  in  Docket  No.  MC-F-12872,  are 
nevertheless  available  to  Applicant  fol¬ 
lowing  the  transfer  in  the  directly  re¬ 
lated  Section  5(2)  proceeding.  This  ap¬ 
plication  is  consolidated  for  hearing  at 
Dallas,  Tex.,  on  March  9,  1977,  at  9:30 
am  Local  Time,  before  Administrative 


Law  Judge  Harold  J.  Sarbacher,  with 
MC-P-12872,  East  Texas  Motor  Freight 
Lines,  Inc. — ^Purchase  (Portion) — Trans- 
american  Freight  Lines,  Inc. 

No.  MC  95336  (Sub-No.  9)  filed  De¬ 
cember  6,  1976.  Applicant:  J.  B.  WIL¬ 
LIAMS  EXPRESS,  INC.,  120  ApoDo 
Street,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11222.  AwJlicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  J.  Robbins,  One 
Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y.  11368. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  in-egular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  (a)  between  points 
in  Essex,  Hudson  and  Union  Counties, 
N.J.,  and  those  in  that  part  of  Middle¬ 
sex  County,  N.J.  mi  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Main  Street,  near  South 
Amboy,  thence  along  Main  Street  to  New 
Jersey  Highway  35,  thence  along  New 
Jersey  Highway  35  to  Secondary  New 
Jersey  Highway  535,  thence  along  Sec¬ 
ondary  New  Jersey  Highway  535, 
to  New  Jersey  Highway  18,  ihence  along 
New  Jersey  Highway  18  to  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  the  Somerset  County  line,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New 
York  and  Yonkers,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
Nassau  County,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  New 
York,  N.Y.;  (b)  between  New  York  and 
Yonkers,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Nassau 
County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Camden,  N.J.  TTie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  alternate 
gateways  of  Essex,  Hudson,  Union  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  N.J,;  (2)  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  New  York  and  Yonkers,  N.Y.,  and 
points  in  Nassau  County,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  points  in  Nassau,  Orange,  West¬ 
chester,  Putnam,  Dutchess,  Rockland, 
Ulster,  Sullivan  and  Delaware  Counties, 
N.Y.,  and  those  in  Fairfield  County, 
Conn.,  and  Berks,  Lehigh  and  North¬ 
hampton  Counties,  Pa.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  alternate 
gateways  of  Union  and  Middlesex  Coim- 
ties,  N.J. 

Not®. — ^Thls  matter  Is  directly  related  to 
a  Section  5(2)  finance  proceeding  in  No. 
MC-P-13060,  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  Issue  of  January  21,  1977.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

Abandonment  Applications;  Notice  of 
Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  C^mu- 
merce  Act  that  orders  have  been  entered 
in  the  following  abandonment  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  administratively  final 
and  which  foimd  that  subject  to  condi¬ 
tions  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  permit  abandon¬ 
ment. 
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A  Certificate  of  Abandonment  will  be 
Issued  to  the  applicant  carriers  30  days 
after  this  Federal  Register  publication 
unless  the  instructions  set  forth  in  the 
notices  are  followed. 

[Docket  No.  AB-5  (Sub-No.  161)] 

Monongahela  Railway  Company — Aban¬ 
donment  ScoTts  Run  Branch,  Randall, 

IN  Monongalia'  County,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia 

Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la<  6  Xa)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by  an 
order  entered  on  December  8,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5.  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Aban¬ 
donment.  257  I.C.C.  700,  and  for  public 
use  as  set  forth  in  said  order,  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Monongahela  Railway  Company  of  its 
Scotts  Run  Branch  which  extends  from  a 
junction  on  its  main  line  at  Randall. 
West  Virginia,  to  its  terminus  at  Valua¬ 
tion  Station  837 -f  50,  a  distance  of  ap¬ 
proximately  15.6  miles  entirely  within 
Monongalia  County,  West  Virginia.  A 
certificate  of  abandonment  will  be  issu^ 
to  the  Monongahela  Railway  Company 
based  on  the  above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  pasment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acguisitimi  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to.  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued  op¬ 
eration  of  ran  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  (rf 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  Issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  as  agre^nent  (Including  any 
extensions  or  modiflcatlmis)  is  In  effect. 
Information  and  procedures  regarding 
tile  financial  assistance  for  continued  rail 
service  or  the  acquisition  of  the  involved 


rail  line  are  contained  in  the  Notice  of 
the  Commlssicm  entitled  ‘'Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases’*  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  PtoERAL  Rbqisrr  on 
March  31. 1976,  at  41  FR 13691.  AU  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  advised  to  follow  the 
instructions  contained  therein  as  well  as 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  above- 
referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-7  (Sub-No.  22)  j 

Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company — Abandon¬ 
ment  Between  Orient  and  Roscoe, 
IN  Hand,  Faulk,  and  Edmunds  Coun¬ 
ties.  South  Dakota 

Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Intersttate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  December  10,  1976, 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Commis- 
sicmer  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of  railway 
employees  prescribe  by  the  Commission 
in  Chicago,  B  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment, 
257  I.C.C.  700,  and  for  public  use  as  set 
forth  in  said  order,  the  present  and  fu¬ 
ture  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  of  its  line  of  railroad 
extending  from  railroad  milepost  0.00  at 
Orient,  Soutli  Dakota,  in  a  northerly 
direction  to  milepost  40.97  at  Roscoe, 
South  Dakota,  a  distance  of  42.76  miles, 
exclusive  of  the  station  at  Roscoe  which 
is  to  remain,  all  in  Hand,  Faulk,  and  Ed¬ 
munds  Counties,  South  Dakota.  A  cer¬ 
tificate  of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to 
the  Chicago,  Milwaukee.  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  based  on  the 
above- described  finding  of  abandon¬ 
ment,  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice,  unless  within  30  days  frcmi  the 
date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that : 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a. reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  heids,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  -abandonmoit 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  such  persim  or  entity  to 
enter  into  a  binding  agreement,  with 
the  carrier  seeking  such  abandonment, 
to  provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  rail  services  over 
such  line.  Uptm  notiflcatiim  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  execution  of  such  an  as¬ 


sistance  or  acQUislticm  and  operating 
agreemoitk  the  Commission  shall  post¬ 
pone  the  issuance  of  such  an  agreement 
(including  any  extenslcms  or  modifica- 
tiims)  is  in  effect.  Information  and  pro¬ 
cedures  regarding  the  financial  assist¬ 
ance  for  continued  rail  service  or  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  involved  rail  line  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  the  Commission 
entitled  “'Procedures  for  Pending  Rail 
Abandonment  Cases”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  31,  1976,  41 
FR  13691.  All  Interested  persons  are  ad¬ 
vised  to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above- referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB  18  (Sub-No.  22)  [ 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company 

Abandonment  Portion  of  Saginaw 

Belt  in  Saginaw.  Saginaw  County, 

Michigan 

Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C,  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  December  17,  1976. 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Com¬ 
missioner  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Chicago,  B.  <fe  Q.  R.  Co- 
Abandonment.  257  I.C.C.  700,  and  for 
public  use  as  set  forth  in  said  order,  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandonment 
by  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Compaq  of  a  portion  of  its  Saginaw 
Belt  Line  between  Valuation  Station 
141-f-OO  and  Valuation  Station  195-1-00. 
a  distance  of  approximately  1.02.  miles, 
all  in  Saginaw,  Saginaw  County,  Michi¬ 
gan.  A  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  issued  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Railway  Company  based  on  the  above - 
descrlb^  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice,  un¬ 
less  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication,  the  Commission  further  finds 
that: 

.  (1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such  line, 
together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasimable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  mcmths,  as  Is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  abandcmment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
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line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued  op¬ 
eration  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in  ef¬ 
fect.  Information  and  procedures  regard¬ 
ing  the  financial  assistance  for  continued 
rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of  the  in¬ 
volved  rail  line  are  contained  in  the  No¬ 
tice  of  the  Commission  entitled  “Proce¬ 
dures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  PR  13691. 
All  Interested  persons  are  advised  to  fol¬ 
low  the  Instructions  contained  therein  as 
weU  as  the  Instructions  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-26  (Sub-No.  10)  ] 

Southern  Railway  Company  Abandon¬ 
ment  Between  Dubois  and  French 
Lick  in  Dubois  and  Orange  Counties 
AND  Abandonment  op  Trackage  Rights 
Over  the  Louisvillb  and  Nashville 
Railroad  Company  Between  French 
Lick  and  West  Baden  in  Orange 
County,  Indiana 

Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  UjS.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
•a  order  entered  on  December  2,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Ccxnmlsslon,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescrUied  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  ChicaffO,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co^  Aban- 
donment,  257  LC.C.  700,  and  for  public 
use  SLS  set  forth  in  said  order,  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Southern  Railway  Company  of  the  line 
of  railroad  extending  from  Dubois.  Indi¬ 
ana  (milepost  63.0)  and  French  Lick. 
Indiana  (milepost  79.0),  a  distance  of 
approximately  sixteen  miles,  and  aban¬ 
donment  of  trackage  rights  over  the 
Louisville  and  Nashville  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  between  French  Uck,  and  West 
Baden,  Indiana,  a  distance  of  approxi¬ 
mately  one  mile.  A  certificate  of  aban¬ 
donment  will  be  Issued  to  the  Southern 
Railway  Company  based  on  the  above- 
described  finding  of  abandonment.  SO 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice,  un¬ 
less  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication,  the  Commission  further  finds 
that? 

(1)  A  financially  responsibile  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  contlnuatiwi  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 


line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  (^ra¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Up<m 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  Involved  rail  line  are  contained  in  the 
Notice  (rf  the  Commission  entitled  “Pro¬ 
cedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandcmment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
OD  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  AD 
interested  pers<ms  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instruction  contained  therein  as  well 
as  the  Instructicms  c(xitalned  in  the 
above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-43  (Sub-No.  10] 

Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  Between  Slidell 
AND  New  Orleans,  nr  St.  Tammany  and 
Orleans  Parishes,  Louisiana 

Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  Is  herein  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  CTom- 
merce  Act  (49  US.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  Decendier  14.  1976, 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Commls- 
sicmer  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of  railway 
employees  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
to  Chicago.  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandon- 
ment.  257  I.C.C.  700,  and  for  public  use 
as  set  forth  to  said  order,  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  permit  the  (1)  abandonment  of 
operation  under  trackage  rights  of  the 
Illinois  (Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
over  Alabama  Great  Southern  Railroad 
Company  tracks  extending  from  a  con¬ 
nection  with  the  former  <3ulf ,  Mobile  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Cmnpany  track  at  Sliddl, 
Louisiana,  southerly  to  Terminal  Jimc- 
tion  in  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  about  27.7  miles  to  St.  Tam¬ 
many  and  Orleans  Parishes,  Louisiana; 

(2)  abandonment  of  operation  by  Illi¬ 
nois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
under  lease  from  New  Orleans  Great 
Northern  Railway  Ckwnpany  of  connect¬ 
ing  tracks  from  Terminal  Junction  to 
New  Orleans  to  and  including  Canal 
Yard,  a  distance  of  about  2  miles;  and 

(3)  abandonment  by  New  Orleans  Great 
Northern  Railway  Ownpany  of  the  track 
to  the  New  Orleans  Great  Northern  Rail¬ 
way  Company  segment.  A  certificate  of 


abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the  Illi¬ 
nois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
based  on  the  above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publicatlcm 
of  this  notice,  imless  within  30  days  frwn 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(Including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
<x>n tinned;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would : 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
Une  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeing  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  ac¬ 
quisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedm-es  re-^ 
gardlng  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  Involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Ccanmlssion  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  to  the  above -referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-101  (Sub-No.  1)  ] 

Duluth,  Missabe  and  Iron  Range  Rail¬ 
way  Company — Abandonment  of  Its 

Line  of  Railroad  Between  Alborn, 

St.  Louis  County  and  Pfngilly, 

Itasca  County,  Minnesota 

Notice  of  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  ,la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  oiT D^ember  3,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  Chicago  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co., 
Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700,  and  tor 
public  use  as  set  forth  to  said  order,  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  permit  the  abandonment 
by  the  Duluth,  Missabe  and  Iron  Range 
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Railway  Company  of  the  line  of  railroad 
extending  from  milepost  0.5  near  Albom, 
St.  Louis  County,  Minnesota,  to  milepost 
39  which  is  one  mile  south  and  east  of 
Pengilly,  Itasca  Coimty,  Minnesota,  ft 
distance  of  38.5  miles.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the  Du- 
iuth,  Missabe  and  Iron  Range  Railway 
Company  based  on  the  above-described 
finding  of  abandonment,  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  .notice,  unless  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that: 

U)  A  financially  responsible  person 
<  including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  pasmient) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered 
assistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commissiwi  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  win 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  mpnths,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued  op¬ 
eration  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  Interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
in  the  above-referenced  order. 

IDocket  No.  AB-103  (Sub-No.  1)1 

Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  in  Lake  Charles. 

Calcasieu  Parish,  Louisiana 

NOTICE  OF  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  December  3,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
Ccxnmission  in  Chicago.  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co., 
Abandonment.  257  I.C.C.  700,  the  pres¬ 
ent  and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by  the 


Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Cc«npany 
of  its  line  of  railroad  extending  from 
railroad  milepost  739.12B  near  Lake 
(Tharles,  Louisiana,  in  a  southeasterly  di¬ 
rection  to  railroad  milepost  741. 44B  near 
Lake  Charles,  Louisiana,  and  including 
v-arious  terminal  trackage,  a  total  dis¬ 
tance  of  5.51  miles,  all  within  Calcasieu 
Parish,  Louisiana.  A  certificate  of  aban¬ 
donment  will  be  issued  to  the  Kansas 
City  Southern  Railway  Company  based 
on  the  above-described  finding  of  aban¬ 
donment,  30  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  further  finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be  con¬ 
tinued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return  on 
the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  cEurier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  Qontinued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acquisi¬ 
tion  and  operating  agreement,  the  Cmn- 
mission  shall  postpone  the  l^uance  of 
such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of  time 
as  such  an  agreement  (including  any 
extensions  or  modifications)  is  in  effect. 
Information  and  procedures  regarding 
the  financial  assistance  for  continued  rail 
service  or  the  acquisitlcsi  of  the  Involved 
rail  line  are  contained  in  the  Notice  of 
the  Commission  entitled  “Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  chi  March 
31,  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  interested 
persons  are  advised  to  follow  the  instruc¬ 
tions  contained  therein  as  well  as  the 
instructions  contained  in  the  above-ref¬ 
erenced  order. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations;  Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Deviation  Rules — 
Motor  CTarrier  of  Property  (49  C!FR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  he  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  (Hierate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 


tions  unless  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  apidlcant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  hiunan  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC-11220  (Deviation  No.  29  >, 
GORDONS  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  185  W. 
McLemore  Ave.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38101, 
filed  J.anuary  25,  1977.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  Prom  Norwood,  La.,  over  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  19  to  the  Louisiana-Missis- 
sippi  state  line,  thence  over  Mississippi 
Highway  33  to  jimction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  24  near  Gloster,  Miss.,  thence  over 
Mississippi  Highway  24  to  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  55  near  McComb,  Miss., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  55  to 
Jackson,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  Prom  Norword,  La., 
over  Louisiana  Highway  19  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  over  U.S.  Hlgh- 
w-ay  61  to  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  thence  over 
Louisiana  Highway  37  to  Greensburg,  La., 
thence  over  Louisiana  Highway  10  to 
Pluker,  La.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  Jackson,  Miss.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC-26739  (Deviation  No.  43>, 
CROUCH  FREIGHT  SYSTEMS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  10280,  Palo  Alto,  Calif,  84303, 
filed  January  27.  1977.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Prom  Red  Oak,  Iowa  over 
U.S.  Highway  34  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  71  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  Prom  Red  Oak,  Iowa 
over  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  59,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
59  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  2,  thence 
over  Iowa  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  71,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-59583  (Deviation  No.  55) ,  THE 
MASON  AND  DIXON  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  969,  Kingsport,  Tenn.  37662,  filed 
January,  1977.  (Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Roanoke,  Va.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  81  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  460  near  Christiansburg,  Va.. 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  77  near  East  Prince¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  thence  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
64  near  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  64  to  juncticm  U.S. 
Highway  35  near  Nitro,  W.  Va.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  35  to  junction  U  S. 
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Highway  23  near  ChlUlcothe,  Ohio, 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  23  to  Colum¬ 
bus.  C^o,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only. 
Ihe  notice  Indicates  that  the  carrier 
Is  presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Roanoke.  Va., 
over  UJS.  Highway  11  to  Abingdon,  Va., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Beckley, 
W.  Va.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  21  to 
Charleston,  W.  Va.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  35  to  Chlllicothe.  Ohio,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Columbus,  Ohio, 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-75320  (Deviation  No.  84), 
CAMPBELL  SEXTY-SIX  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  807,  Springfield.  Mo. 
65801,  filed  January  27,  1977.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  * 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties.  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  de¬ 
viation  route  as  follows:  From  Monroe, 
La.,  over  U.S.  Highway  165  to  Alexan¬ 
dria,  La.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  167 
to  Opelousas,  La.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  190  to  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Monroe,  La.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  Jackson,  Miss.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  McComb,  Miss.,  thence 
over  Mississippi  Highway  24  to  Liberty, 
Miss.,  thence  over  Mississippi  Highway 
48  to  Beech  wood.  Miss.;  thence  over 
Mississippi  Highway  569  to  the  Loulsi- 
ana-Mlsslsslppi  state  line,  thence  over 
Louisiana  Highway  67  to  Baton  Rouge, 
La.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-109324  (Deviation  No.  6), 
GARRISON  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison,  Ark.  72601,  filed 
January  25, 1977.  CJarrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Junction  interstate  High¬ 
way  540  and  UJS.  Highway  71  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  540  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Junction  UJS.  Highway 
71,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  71  to  Jimc- 
tlon  Ai^ansas  Highway  16,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  16  to  Jimctlon  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  74,  thence  over  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  74  to  Jimctlon  Arkansas 
Highway  68,  thence  over  Arkansas 
EUghway  68  to  Jimctlcm  UJS.  Highway  62, 
stnd  return  over  the  same  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  Ihe  notice  In¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commod¬ 
ities,  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
fidlows:  From  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  640  and  UB.  Highway  71  over  UB. 
Highway  71  to  Junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  lOS,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway 
lOS  to  Greenwood,  Ark.,  thence  over 
Arkansas  Highway  10  to  PerryvlUe,  Arlu . 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  60  to 
Conway.  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  Junction  UJS.  Highway  62.  thence 
over  UJS.  Highway  62  to  Junctkm  Arkan¬ 
sas  Qghway  68  near  Alpena,  Ark.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 


No.  MC-109324  (Deviation  No.  7), 
GARRISON  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC,. 
P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison.  Aik.  72601, 
filed  January  25,  1977.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  earrieT,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  devlatimi 
route  as  follows:  From  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  540  and  UB.  Highway  71 
over  Interstate  Highway  540  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  40  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  71,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
71  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  65,  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  540  and  U.S.  Highway  71 
over  U.S.  Highway  71  to  Junction  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  lOS,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  lOS  to  Greenwood,  Ark.,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  10  to  PerrjrvUle, 
Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  60 
to  Conway,  Ark.,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrher  Intrastate 
Application  (s) ;  Notice 

The  following  application  (s)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.245),  which  provides,  among 
other  things,  that  protests  and  requests 
for  information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

California  Docket  No.  A  57013  filed 
January  14,  1977.  Applicant:  DELLI- 
PLAINE  TRUCK  COMPANY,  INC.,  340 
Hudson  Drive,  Bakersfield,  C^if.  93307. 
Appplicant’s  representative:  Fred  H. 
Mackensen,  c/o  Murchison  &  Davis,  9454 
Wilshlre  Blvd.,  Suite  400,  Beverly  Hills, 
Calif.  90212.  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity  sought  to  operate 
a  freight  service  as  follows:  Transporta¬ 
tion  of  General  commodities,  betwe^ 
Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory,  as  described 
in  Note  A  attached  hereto,  and  Bakers¬ 
field  and  Olldale,  CWif .,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  cm  and  within  four  miles 
laterally  of  Interstate  Highway  5  or 
California  Highway  99,  including  points 
within  a  four-mile  radius  of  Bakersfield. 
Applicant  shall  not  transport  any  ship¬ 
ments  of:  (1)  Used  household  goods  and 
personal  effects  not  packed  in  accordance 
wtlh  the  crated  property  requirements 
set  forth  in  Item  5  of  Minimum  Rate 
Tariff  4-B.  (2)  Automobiles,  trucks  and 


buses,  viz.:  new  and  used,  finished  or  un¬ 
finished  passenger  automobfles  (includ¬ 
ing  Jeeps),  ambulances,  hearses  and 
taxis;  freight  automobiles,  automobile 
chassis,  trucks,  truck  chassis,  truck  trail¬ 
ers,  trucks  and  trailers  confined,  buses 
and  bus  chassis.  (3)  Livestock,  viz.: 
bucks,  bulls,  calves,  cattle,  cows,  dairy 
cattle,  ewes,  goats,  hogs,  horses,  kids, 
lambs,  oxen,  pigs,  sheep,  sheep  camp  out¬ 
fits,  sows,  steers,  stags  or  swine.  (4)  Com¬ 
modities  requiring  the  use  of  special  re¬ 
frigeration  or  temperature  control  in 
specially  designed  and  constructed  re¬ 
frigerator  equipment.  (5)  Liquids,  com¬ 
pressed  gases,  commodities  in  semiplastic 
form  and  commodities  in  suspension  in 
liquids  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks,  tank  trail¬ 
ers,  tank  semitrailers  or  a  combination 
of  such  highway  vehicles.  (6)  Commodi¬ 
ties  when  transported  in  bulk  in  dump 
trucks  or  in  hopper-type  trucks.  (7) 
Commodities  when  transported  in  motor 
vehicles  equipped  for  mechanical  mix¬ 
ing  in  transit;  and  (8)  Logs. 

Note  A:  Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory 

Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory  includes 
that  area  embraced  by  the  following 
boundary:  Beginning  at  the  point  the 
Ventura  County-Los  Angeles  County 
Boundary  Line  intersects  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  thence  northeasterly  along  said 
county  line  to  the  point  it  intersects 
State  Highway  118,  approximately  two 
miles  west  of  Chatsworth;  easterly  along 
State  Highway  118  to  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 
vard;  northerly  along  Sepulveda  Boule¬ 
vard  to  Chatsworth  Drive;  northeasterly 
along  Chatsworth  Drive  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  City  of  San  Fernan¬ 
do;  westerly  and  north  along  said 
corporate  boundary  to  the  City  of  San 
Fernando  to  Maclay  Avenue;  northeast¬ 
erly  along  Maclay  Avenue  and  its  pro¬ 
longation  to  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
Boundary;  southeasterly  and  easterly 
along  the  Angc’es  National  Forest  and 
San  Bernardino  National  Forest  Bound¬ 
ary  to  MUl  Creek  Road  (State  Highway 
38) ;  westerly  along  Mill  Creek  Road  to 
Bryant  Street;  southerly  along  Bryant 
Street  to  and  including  the  unincorpo¬ 
rated  community  of  Yucaipa;  westerly 
along  Yucaipa  Boulevard  to  Interstate 
Highway  10;  northwesterly  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  Redlands  Boulevard; 
northwesterly  along  Redlands  Boulevard 
to  Barton  Road;  westerly  along  Barton 
Road  to  La  Cadena  Drive,  southerly  along 
La  Cadena  Drive  to  Iowa  Avenue;  south¬ 
erly  along  Iowa  Avenue  to  State  Highway 
60;  southeasterly  along  State  Highway 
60  and  U.S.  Highway  395  to  Nuevo  Road; 
easterly  along  Nuevo  Road  via  Nuevo 
and  Lakevlew  to  State  Highway  79; 
southerly  along  State  Highway  79  to 
State  Highway  74;  thence  westerly  to 
the  corporate  boundary  of  the  City  of 
Hemet;  southerly,  westerly,  and  north¬ 
erly  along  said  corporate  boundary  to 
The  Atchison.  Top^a  ft  Santa  Fe  right- 
of-way;  southerly  along  said  right-of- 
way  to  Washington  Road;  southerly 
along  Washington  Road  through  and 
Including  the  unincorporated  community 
ot  Winchester  to  Benton  Road;  west¬ 
erly  along  Bent(xi  Road  to  Winchester 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  28— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  TO,  1977 


NOTICES 


8479-8513 


Rocbd  (State  Highway  79)  to  Jefferson 
Avenue;  southerly  along  JeffersMi  Ave¬ 
nue  to  UJS.  Highway  395;  southerly  along 
UJS.  Highway  395  to  the  Riverside 
County-San  Diego  County  Boundary 
Line;  westerly  along  said  boundary  Une 
to  the  Orange  County -San  Diego  County 
Boiuidary  line;  southerly  sdong  said 
boundary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
northwesterly  along  the  shoreline  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  to  point  of  beginning,  in¬ 
cluding  the  point  of  March  Air  Force 
Base. 

Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought. 

HEARING:  Date,  time  and  place  not 
yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Conunission,  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  State  Building,  Civic  Center,  455 
Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102. 

Florida  Docket  No.  770066-CCT  filed 
January  21, 1977.  Applicant;  B  T  L,  INC., 
9129  Carbondale  Drive,  East  Jackson¬ 
ville.  Pla.  32208.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  1754  Gulf  Life 
Tower,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32207.  Cer¬ 
tification  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity  sought  to  (wierate  a  freight  serv¬ 
ice  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
Bananas,  pineapples  and  coconuts,  from 
Tampa,  Fla.,  and  its  suburban  territory, 
to  an  points  in  Florida.  Intrastate,  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce  authority 
sought. 

HEARING:  Date,  time  and  place  not 
yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  SMldressed  to  the  Flor¬ 
ida  Public  Service  Cwnmission,  700 
South  Adams  Street,  Tallahassee,  Fla. 
32304  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Oklahoma  Docket  No.  MC  23740  (Sub- 
No.  5)  filed  January  19,  1977.  Applicant; 
ROCKET  FREIGHT  LINES,  <X)M- 
PANY,  a  (Corporation,  2921  Dawson 
Road.  Tulsa,  Okla.  74110.  Applicant’s 
representative;  WUbum  L.  Williamson, 
3535  N.W.  58th  Street,  280  National 
Foimdatkm  Life  Center,  Oklahoma  (City, 
Okla.  73112.  Certificate  of  Public  (Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity  sought  to  operate 
a  freight  service  as  follows:  Transporta¬ 
tion  of  General  commodities,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  Muskogee  and  Sal- 
llsaw,  Okla.:  From  Muskogee,  Okla,  over 
the  Muskogee  Turnpike  to  Junction  with 
U.  S.  Highway  84,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  Salllsaw,  C^la.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  servhig  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  the  off-route  point 
of  the  Kerr-McOee  Nuclear  Cimarron 
Facing  located  at  or  near  Gore,  Okla. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authority  sought. 

HEARINO:  Date,  time  and  place 
scheduled  for  March  21,  1977,  at  9  a.m.. 


C^lahoma  City,  Okla.  73105.  Requests 
for  procedural  information  should  be 
2nd  Flow,  Jim  Thoipe  Office  Building, 
addressed  to  the  C8c]ah(xna  (Corporation 
(Commission.  Jim  Thorpe  Office  Building, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  (Commission. 

South  (Carolina  Docket  No.  76-440-T, 
filed  August  5.  1976.  Applicant;  GRCKCE 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6487.  GreenviUe,  S.C.  29606.  (Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
sought  to  operate  a  freight  service  as 
follows:  Pick-up,  delivery,  transfer  and 
forwarding  service  under  contract  with 
Emery  Air  Freight  Corporation,  from  the 
joint  Greenville-Spartanburg  Airport,  to 
points  and  places  served  by  Emery  Air 
PYeight  Corporation  in  Anderson,  Chero¬ 
kee,  Greenville,  Laurens,  Oconee,  Pick¬ 
ens,  Spartanburg,  and  Union  Comities, 
S.C„  restricted  to  shipments  having  im¬ 
mediate  prior  and  immediate  subsequent 
movement  by  air. 

Note. — Applicant  Is  presently  serving  as  a 
motor  vehicle  carrier  in  intrastate  commerce 
under  Class  P  Certificate  of  Public  Oon- 
venlence  and  Necessity  No.  1643  A  issued 
p\irs\iant  to  Order  ot  the  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Commission  No.  17,061,  dated 
August  14,  1973  as  follows:  Ovn'  Irregular 
routes.  Pick-up,  delivery,  transfer  and  for¬ 
warding  service  under  contract  with  Emery 
Air  Freight  CorpOTatlon,  from  the  joint 
Oreenville -Spartanburg  Airport  to  Arcadia, 
Duncan,  Palrforest,  Greenville,  Greer,  Lyman, 
Paris,  Saxon,  Spartanburg,  Startex,  and 
Taylors,  S.C.  in  local  area,  and  Donaldson, 
Mauldin,  Belton,  Easley,  Fountain  Inn, 
Inman,  Landrum.  Liberty,  Marietta,  Pacolet 
Mills,  Pelzer,  Pickens,  Piedmont,  Simpson- 
vllle,  Slater,  Travelers  Rest,  and  Woodrtiff, 
S.C.,  restricted  to  shipments  having  im¬ 
mediate  prior  and  Immediate  subsequent 
movement  by  air.  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 

HEARING:  Date,  time,  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  tor  procedural  Information 
should  be  addressed  to  the  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Commission,  P.O.  Box  11649, 
Ck>lumbla,  S.C.  99211  and  should  not  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion. 

South  Garolina  Docket  No.  77-26-T, 
filed  January  5,  1977.  AppUcant;  S.  P. 
RAMSEY,  doing  business  as  RAMSEY 
WAREHOUSE.  ’TRANSFER  &  CARTAGE 
CXJMPANY,  32  Audubon  Pond  Road, 
Hilton  Head  Island,  S.C.  29928.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  laadore  E.  Lourle, 
1224  Pickens  Street,  Columbia,  S.C.  29211. 
Certificate  of  Pul^  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  (^lerate  a  freight 
service  as  a  Class  E  Carrier,  as  follows: 
’Transpoitatlon  of  Commodities  in  gen¬ 
eral  (except  (a)  commodities  in  bulk 
tank  trucks,  (b)  explosives,  radlocuitive 
materials,  and  other  dangerous  ma¬ 
terials;  and  household  goods;  Intrastate 
and  interstate  traffic  from  any  point  to 
any  point  within  a  15  mile  radius  of 


Bluffton,  S.C.,  but  all  within  South  Caro¬ 
lina)  .  Intrastate,  interstate,  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought. 

HEARING:  Date,  time,  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  fw  procedural  Information 
should  be  addressed  to  the  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Commission,  8th  Floor,  Owens 
Building,  P.O.  Box  11649,  Columbia.  S.C. 
29211  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Texas  Docket  No.  002709A1A.  filed 
January  4,  1977.  AppUcant:  BLUEBON¬ 
NET  EXPRESS,  INC.,  5001  Rusk  Street, 
Houston,  Tex.  77023.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  G.  Fender,  1150  Pennzoil 
Place,  South  Tower,  ’ll!  Louisiana. 
Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Certificate  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service  as  follows: 
Transportation  of  General  commodities, 
(1)  over  Farm  Road  521  from  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  State  Highway  35  to  the  plant - 
site  known  as  South  Texas  Project, 
Houston  Lighting  ti  Power  Company, 
Bay  City,  Texas,  located  on  or  adjacent 
to  Farm  Rord  521  thence  over  Farm 
Road  521  via  Wadsworth  and  Cedar 
Lane  to  Brazoria,  Texas,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  serving  aU  Intermediate 
points:  and  (2)  from  Bay  CSty,  Texas, 
over  State  Highway  60  to  Wadsworth 
thence  over  Farm  Road  521  into  plantsite 
known  as  South  Texas  Project,  Houston 
Lighting  Si  Power  Company,  Bay  City, 
Texas,  located  on  or  adjacent  to  Farm 
Road  521  thence  over  Farm  Road  521  via 
Wadsworth  and  Cedar  Lane  to  Brazoria, 
Texas,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Service  as  provided  in  Paragraplis  1 
and  2  above  to  be  restricted  as  follows: 
(1)  No  service  shall  be  provided  in  the 
transportation  of  packages  or  articles 
weighing  in  the  aggregate  more  than  350 
pounds  from  c«ie  consignor  at  one  loca¬ 
tion  to  one  consignee  at  one  location  on 
any  one  day;  and  (2)  No  service  shall  be 
provided  in  the  transportation  of  any 
single  article  weighing  in  excess  of  100 
pounds.  Applicant  proposes  to  tack  and 
coordinate  the  service  here  proposed 
with  aU  service  presently  uner  its  TCT 
Certificate  No.  2709  and  its  ICC  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  85451  and  subs.  Intrastate. 
Interstate  and  foreign  commerce  au¬ 
thority  sought. 

Hsaxing:  ./4>pUcaUon  wUl  be  assigned  for 
hearing  approximately  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  In  the  Federal  Register.  Requests  for 
procedural  Information  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Texas  Railroad  OMnmisslon,  P.O. 
Drawer  12967,  Ci^ltol  Station,  Austin,  Tex. 
78711  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commissiim. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-4197  filed  2-9-77;9:48  am) 
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